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For  the  Year  Elnded  December  31,   1919 


STATE  OP  MARYLAND 

OFFICE  OF  THE 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Baltimore,  December  81»  1919. 

To  the  Governor  and  General  Assembly  of  Maryland: 

As  required  by  Chapter  180  of  the  Acts  of  the  General  Assembly 
•of  Maryland,  Session  of  1910,  creating  the  Public  Service  Commission, 
report  for  the  year  ending  this  date  is  respectfully  submitted  by  the 
Commission. 

CHANGES  IN  ORGANIZATION 

On  August  1st,  1919,  Honorable  Albert  G.  Towers  resigned  as 
Chairman  and  Commissioner,  to  become  president  of  a  large  financial 
institution  in  Baltimore.  Mr.  Towers  was  appointed  Commissioner 
on  October  16th,  1913,  to  fill  out  the  unexpired  term  of  the  late  Dr. 
Joshua  W.  Heringy  and  upon  the  expiration  of  the  term  on  May  4th, 
1914,  was  reappointed  for  a  full  term  of  six  years,  and  upon  the 
resignation  of  Honorable  Philip  D.  Laird  on  August  Ist  of  the  same 
year,  was  made  Chairman  of  the  Commission.  During  bis  almost 
six  years  of  service  as  a  member*  of  the  Commission,  Mr.  Towers  was 
always  quick  to  grasp  the  real  point  or  principle  involved  in  matters 
in  controversy  before  the  Commission,  and  this  keen  insight,  combined 
with  his  forceful  power  of  expression,  served  to  make  him  a  most 
valuable  member  of  the  Commission.  On  August  4th  Commissioner 
Reifsnider  was  designated  by  the  Governor  to  be  Chairman  of  the 
Commission,  and  on  August  6th  Honorable  J.  Frank  Harper  was 
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appointed  Commissioner  to  fill  out  the  unexpired  term  of  Mr.  Towers. 
Mr.  Harper  qualified  on  same  date  and  took  up  his  duties  on  the 
following  day. 

On  February  15th  Mr.  Bruce  W.  Duer,  who  had  been  Transporta- 
tion Expert  of  the  Commission  since  the  organization  of  the  Trans- 
portation Department  on  July  1st,  1915,  died  after  an  illness  of  but 
a  few  days.  Mr.  Duer  was  a  capable  and  industrious  official,  and 
his  efforts  were  constantly  directed  toward  securing  better  trans- 
portation for  the  people  of  the  State  of  Maryland.  On  March  Ist^ 
Mr.  Joseph  L.  Wickes  was  appointed  Transportation  Expert  of  the 
Commission,  entering  upon  the  duties  of  his  office  on  the  same  day. 

Effective  the  same  date,  the  Commission  appointed  Mr.  Charles  G. 
Edwards  Chief  Engineer,  to  fill  the  vacancy  created  by  the  death  of 
the  late  Mr.  Charles  E.  Phelps,  Jr.,  on  December  23rd,  1918.  Mr. 
Edwards  had  served  as  Assistant  Engineer  of  the  Commission  since 
April  4th,  1911,  and  on  March  1st  Mr.  W.  F.  Strouse  was  appointed 
Assistant  Engineer  to  fill  the  vacancy  in  the  Commission's  staff 
resulting  from  Mr.  Edwards'  promotion. 

Three  of  the  Commission's  employees  upon  being  released  from  the 
military  and  naval  service  of  the  Country  have  returned  and  resumed 
their  former  positions  with  the  Commission,  while  three  other  former 
employees  of  the  Commission,  upon  being  discharged  from  the  army, 
obtained  employment  elsewhere. 

The  Commission  regrets  to  state  that  several  of  its  employees 
have  left  the  service  of  the  State  during  the  year  to  accept  more 
lucrative  positions  in  other  fields,  and  it  takes  this  opportunity  to 
commend  the  loyalty  of  those  members  of  its  staff  who  have  remained 
at  their  posts  and  continued  in  the  discharge  of  their  respective 
duties.  A  number  of  these  men,  highly  trained  in  technical  branches^ 
and  skilled  in  their  particular  work,  have  declined  alluring  offers  to 
enter  commercial  life,  because  of  their  reluctance  to  g^ive  up  what 
has  come  to  be  their  life  work.  Some  of  these  men  are  receiving 
the  same  salaries  which  they  received  when  the  Commission  was 
organized  nearly  ten  years  ago,  and  it  can  truly  be  said  in  every 
instance  their  compensation  is  far  less  than  the  value  of  their  services. 
It  would  be  a  distinct  misfortune  if  the  services  of  these  skilled 
employees  should  be  lost  to  the  State. 

GENERAL  WORK  OF  THE  COMMISSION 

Cases  were  entered  during  the  year  as  follows: 

Formal  Docket 134 

Correspondence  Docket 

Short  Notice  and  Reparation  Docket 34 

Total 168 

Petty  Complaints  satisfied  but  not  Docketed 562 

Grand  Total 730 
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Indnding  cases  entered  in  earlier  years  and  remaining  open  on  the 
Commission's  docket  on  January  Ist,  1919|  121  cases  were  closed 
during  the  year. 

CORPORATIONS  UNDER  JURISDICTION 

The  following  table  shows  the  number  of  corporations  other  than 
automobile  transportation  companies  and  toll  bridge  companies  over 
wluch  the  Commission  exercises  jurisdiction,  with  their  capitalization 
and  other  information: 
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IMPORTANT  CASES 

On  January  7,  1919,  the  Commission  filed  its  opinion  and  entered 
its  order  in  Cases  Nos.  1568  and  1583,  sustaining  the  reasonableness 
of  the  six  cent  cash  fare  established  by  the  United  Railways  and 
Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  on  October  1,  1918.  After  seven 
months'  operation  under  this  increased  fare,  the  railway  company 
in  May  of  the  present  year  jfiled  an  application  with  the  Commission 
for  authority  to  further  increase  the  rate  of  fare  to  seven  cents,  with 
four  tickets  for  twenty-five  cents,  with  similar  increase  in  commuta- 
^on  fares.  The  Commission  employed  Osborne  I.  Yellott,  Esq.,  former 
Assistant  General  Counsel  of  the  Commission,  as  special  counsel,  in 
which  capacity  Mr.  Yellott  had  also  served  in  the  six  cent  fare  case. 
The  railway  company's  application  for  the  further  increase  in  fares 
(Case  No.  1682)  came  on  for  hearing  on  August  7  and  was  concluded 
on  September  5,  1919,  eighteen  days  in  all  having  been  devoted  to 
hearings  and  arguments.  On  August  17,  1919,  while  the  hearings 
were  still  in  progress,  the  railway  company  found  it  necessary  to 
grant  a  wage  increase  to  practically  all  of  its  employees,  resulting 
in  an  increase  in  operating  expenses  of  over  $800,000.00  per  year, 
and  its  application  to  the  Commission  was  amended  so  as  to  provide 
for  this  additional  expense  of  operation  and  also  to  provide  an  increased 
allowance  for  maintenance  and  depreciation,  which  increased  allow- 
ance the  company  claimed  was  essential  in  order  that  it  might  ade- 
quately provide  for  the  proper  maintenance  and  replacement  of  its 
property.  A  fare  of  10  cents  straight  with  two  tickets  for  15  cents 
was  claimed  to  be  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  the  company.  On 
September  30,  1919,  the  Commission  filed  its  opinion  and  entered  its 
order  in  this  case,  permitting  the  railway  company  to  make  effective 
on  the  following  day  a  fare  of  seven  cents  cash,  with  four  tickets 
for  twenty-six  cents,  no  increase  being  permitted  in  children's  fares 
or  commutation  rates.  Subsequently,  the  company  voluntarily  estab- 
lished the  sale  of  two  tickets  for  thirteen  cents.  The  Commission's 
order  provides  that  the  increased  fare  is  to  remain  in  effect  for  the 
period  of  one  year,  and  the  railway  company  is  required  to  render 
monthly  reports  to  the  Commission,  so  that  thereby  the  Commission 
is  kept  in  constant  touch  with  the  situation  and  is  in  a  position  to 
act  promptly  should  the  operating  results  demonstrate  that  a  further 
adjustment  of  the  fares  is  proper.  On  December  26,  1919,  the  rail- 
ivay  company  petitioned  the  Commission  for  a  further  increase  in 
its  rate  of  fare  to  seven  cents  straight,  and  discontinuing  the  sale  of 
fare  checks  at  the  rate  of  six  and  one-half  cents  each,  and  in  support 
thereof  cited  increases  in  taxes,  cost  of  materials,  etc.,  since  the 
previous  case  which  would  make  it  impossible  to  continue  rendering 
adequate  service  to  the  public  at  the  rate  prescribed  by  the  Com- 
mission. Hearing  was  had  on  the  petition,  and  the  Commission  has 
on  this  date  filed  its  opinion  and  entered  its  order  permitting  the 
.  «even  cent  rate  to  become  effective  on  January  1,  1920. 
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On  January  27»  1919,  the  Commission  filed  its  opinion  and  entered 
its  order  in  the  matter  of  the  complaint  and  protest  of  The  Mayor 
and  Council  of  Hagerstown  vs.  The  Hagerstown  Light  and  Heat  Com- 
pany, Case  No.  1589,  in  which  it  sustained  the  reasonableness  of  the 
increased  rates  for  gas  established  by  the  respondent  company  on 
October  1,  1918.  The  Commission  found  that  the  rates  in  question 
were  necessary  in  order  to  enable  the  company  to  meet  the  increased 
•cost  of  operation,  and  by  its  order  permitted  such  rates  to  remain 
effective  until  December  31,  1920,  unless  earlier  modified  or  changed 
by  the  Commission. 

Case  No.  1603,  complaint  of  John  R.  Warfield,  J.  M.  Patterson, 
«t  oL,  V8,  Cumberland  and  Westernport  Electric  Railway  Company, 
involves  the  rates  charged  and  service  furnished  by  the  railway  com- 
pany. After  full  investigation  and  hearing,  the  Commission,  on  June 
5,  filed  its  opinion  and  entered  its  order  sustaining  the  rates  of  that 
company  and  requiring  the  railway  company  to  make  certain  changes 
designed  to  improve  the  service  and  remove  the  cause  of  complaint 
in  that  respect. 

In  Case  No.  1725  the  Terminal  Freezing  and  Heating  Company 
applied  to  the  Commission  for  permission  to  suspend  the  furnishing 
of  steam  heating  service  in  certain  sections  of  Baltimore  theretofore 
tierved  by  that  company.  Numerous  protests  against  such  suspension 
•of  service  were  filed  with  the  Commission  by  patrons  of  the  heating 
company,  and  after  investigation  and  hearing,  the  Commission,  on 
October  21,  1919,  entered  its  order  refusing  to  permit  the  company 
to  discontinue  service. 

Cases  Nos.  1622,  1623  and  1624  are  directed  against  the  Washington 
and  Rockville  Railway  Company,  the  City  and  Suburban  Railway  of 
Washington,  and  The  Washington  Interurban  Railroad  Company,  re- 
spectively, suburban  lines  running  from  Washing^ton,  D.  C,  to  points 
in  Maryland,  and  have  to  do  with  the  rates  and  service  of  these  com- 
panies. Hearings  and  investigations  were  had  in  each  of  these  cases, 
and  in  each  the  Commission  found  that  the  rates  complained  of  were 
essential  in  order  to  enable  the  companies  to  continue  to  operate, 
though  the  Commission  found  lower  rates  to  be  justified  for  certain 
school  commutation  tickets,  and  its  orders  so  provide.  The  service 
was  found  to  be  considerably  better  than  it  had  been  at  the  time 
the  complaints  were  filed,  and  the  Commission  has  since  kept  in 
touch  with  the  situation  through  its  Transportation  Department  with 
the  view  of  further  improving  the  service. 

Case  No.  1616,  being  complaint  of  the  Mayor  and  Councilmen  of 
Lonaconing  va.  The  Lonaconing  Water  Company,  concerns  the  reason- 
ableness of  increased  rates  for  water  established  by  the  respondent 
on  January  1,  1919.  In  this  case  it  became  necessary  for  the  Com- 
mission to  make  a  valuation  of  the  property  of  the  water  company, 
and  after  this  had  been  done  and  the  case  heard  by  the  Commission, 
it  was  evident  to  the  Commission  that  the  rates  in  effect  prior  to 
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January  1,  1919,  would  adequately  provide  for  the  proper  corporate 
requirements  of  the  water  companyi  and  on  June  19  the  Commission 
filed  its  opinion  and  entered  its  order  requiring  the  company  to  re- 
store the  former  rates,  the  same  to  become  efifective  July  1,  1919. 
Thereafter  the  water  company  petitioned  the  Commission  for  a  re- 
hearing, contending  that  the  rates  prescribed  by  the  Commission  are 
not  compensatory.  Pending  such  rehearing  the  rates  established  by  the 
Commission  remain  effective. 

Cases  Nos.  1525  and  1590  primarily  involve  the  reasonableness  of 
the  rates  charged  by  The  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Company  of 
Westminster  for  water  furnished  in  the  town  of  Westminster  and 
environs,  and  the  rules  and  regulations  of  said  company  governing 
such  furnishing  of  water.  In  order  to  reach  a  satisfactory  determina- 
tion of  the  question  of  rates,  it  became  necessary  for  the  Commission 
to  make  an  appraisal  and  valuation  of  the  property  of  the  water 
company.  The  valuation  made  by  the  Commission's  Engineering  De- 
partment proving  unsatisfactory  to  the  complainant,  the  Commission, 
upon  request  of  the  complainant,  and  in  order  to  have  before  it  the 
best  judgment  obtainable  before  finally  passing  upon  the  matter,  em- 
ployed Professor  John  H.  Gregory,  of  Johns  Hopkins  University,  as 
consulting  eng^ineer  to  review  the  valuation  work  of  its  staff.  Prof. 
Gregory  upheld  the  findings  of  the  Commission's  Engineering  Depart- 
ment upon  all  essential  points  in  controversy.  On  July  31,  the  Com- 
mission filed  its  opinion  in  which  it  fixed  the  valuation  for  rate-making 
purposes  of  the  water  property  of  the  Consolidated  Company  and  the 
maximum  rate  of  return  which  might  be  earned  thereon.  The  rates 
charged  private  consumers  of  water  were  not  changed,  the  Commis- 
sion having  found  that  the  existing  rates  produced  a  net  return  to 
the  water  company  considerably  less  than  the  return  permitted  by 
the  Commission.  Certain  reductions  in  rates  for  fire-protection  service 
were  made  by  the  Commission,  and  the  rules  against  which  the  pro- 
tests of  the  complainant  were  directed  were  either  modified  or  elim- 
inated entirely. 

The  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of  Balti- 
more made  effective  on  February  1,  1918,  rules  and  regulations  goverur 
ing  gas  and  electric  main  extensions  and  service  connections,  under 
which  prosi>ective  consumers  were  required  to  pay  for  gas  and  electric 
service  connections  theretofore  made  at  the  expense  of  the  utility,  and 
to  make  a  deposit  covering  the  entire  main  extension  necessary  to 
serve  such  consumers,  this  deposit  being  subject  to  refund  in  whole 
or  in  part  in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  schedule  three  years 
after  date  of  agreement.  The  Commission  on  February  15,  1918,  on 
its  own  motion  docketed  Case  No.  1476,  complaining  against  the  rules 
aforesaid.  Owing  to  the  press  of  other  business,  the  Commission  was 
unable  to  at  once  carry  this  case  to  a  conclusion,  but  in  the  spring 
of  the  present  year  it  announced  its  intention  of  starting  hearings  at 
an  early  date,  and  on  May  20,  1919,  the  Consolidated  Company  sub- 
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mitted  to*  the  Commission  revised  rules  and  charges  with  respect  to 
gas  and  electric  main  extensions  and  service  connections,  and  offering 
to  adjust  all  charges  and  deposits  made  since  February  1, 1918,  in  con- 
formity with  the  provisions  of  the  revised  rules,  and  to  refund  any 
excess  payments  or  deposits  with  interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent, 
per  annum.  As  the'  rules  submitted  tend  to  largely  remove  the  objec- 
tionable features  of  the  schedules  against  which  the  Commission  com- 
plained, the  same  were  permitted  to  become  effective. 

The  Ditector  General  of  Railroads  has  made  a  number  of  applica- 
tions to  the  Commission  during  the  course  of  the  year  for  permission 
to  discontinue  freight  and  passenger  agencies  at  various  stations  on 
railroads  under  Federal  control.  In  each  case  hearing  has  been  had 
and  the  Commission  has  endeavored  to  dispose  of  the  matter  in  such 
way  as  to  safeguard  the  interests  of  the  shipping  and  traveling 
public  and  at  the  same  time  refrain  from  placing  any  undue  burden  • 
upon  the  railroads.  The  Commission  has  in  some  cases  granted  the 
application,  in  others  it  has  required  the  railroads  to  maintain  a 
station-keeper  at  the  station,  while  in  others  the  applications  have 
been  denied  and  the  carriers  ordered  to  continue  the  points  as  agency 
stations. 

The  control  and  operation  of  the  telephone  and  telegraph  systems 
of  the  United  States  was  taken  over  by  the  Federal  Government  on 
August  1,  1918,  and  the  Postmaster  General  was  placed  in  charge  of 
their  ojieration.  On  January  21,  1919,  the  Postmaster  General  made 
effective  numerous  changes  in  the  toll  rates  throughout  the  nation, 
and  on  May  1,  1919,  he  likewise  promulgated  and  put  into  effect  new . 
exchange  rates  to  gfovern  service  through  the  several  Maryland  tel- 
ephone exchanges.  The  wires  were  restored  to  private  control  and 
operation  on  August  1,  1919,  and  immediately  prior  to  that  date  The 
Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore  City  filed 
with  the  Commission  application  to  continue  in  effect  the  exchangee 
and  toll  rates  promulgated  by  the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United 
States  during  the  period  of  Federal  control,  or  to  charge  and  collect 
such  other  rates  as  may  be  found  to  be  just  and  reasonable,  and  suffi- 
cient to  provide  for  the  proper  corporate  requirements  of  the  com- 
pany. The  Commission  thereupon  docketed  Case  No.  1709  and  pro- 
ceeded to  gather  such  information  and  statistical  data  as  will  be 
necessary  in  order  to  intelligently  pass  upon  the  question  of  the 
reasonableness  of  the  telephone  rates  throughout  the  State  of  Mary- 
land. The  Commission  hoped  to  start  hearings  early  in  October,  but 
has  been  compelled  to  postpone  the  case  from  time  to  time,  the  present 
plan  being  to  proceed  with  hearings  on  January  5,  1920.  The  Com- 
mission first  considered  the  rates  of  the  telephone  company  in  1912, 
at  which  time  it  prescribed  rates  to  apply  in  Baltimore  City.  There- 
after the  Commission  entered  into  an  investigation  of  the  rates  and 
charges,  property  and  affairs  of  The  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone 
Company  of  Baltimore  City,  Case  No.  690.     On  March  8,  1916,  the 
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Commission  filed  its  opinion  in  this  case,  wherein  it  established  the 
fair  value  tor*  rate-making  purposes  of  the  property  of  the  telephone 
company  and  found  that  the  earnings  of  the  company  under  its  then 
existing  schedule  of  rates,  taken  as  a  whole,  were  not  excessive. 

DISCUSSION 

Probably  never  in  the  history  of  this  Commission  has  there  been 
a  greater  pressure  of  business  before  it  than  has  existed  this  year. 

With  the  signing  of  the  Armistice  in  November,  1918,  it  was  the 
belief  of  practically  one  and  all — the  layman,  the  economist,  the  leaders 
of  industry — ^that  the  then  high  costs  had  reached  the  peak  and,  while 
no  quick  reduction  was  likely,  a  gradual  decline  would  be  witnessed. 

The  contrary  has  actually  occurred;  the  prices  of  all  commodities 
have  materially  increased  and  at  the  close  of  the  -year  are  higher  than 
at  any  time  before  the  war. 

The  public  well  knows  the  extent  of  the  increase  in  wages,  particu- 
larly of  skilled  mechanics  and  day  laborers,  as  well  as  the  increase 
in  the  cost  of  the  actual  necessities  required  in  its  daily  life  and  inci- 
dentally of  all  recreations  and  amusements. 

These  known  high  costs  have  confronted  every  business  enterprise 
in  the  State  as  they  have  affected  the  individual  citizen.  Most  mercan- 
tile and  manufacturing  enterprises  were  able  to  pass  on  the  increased 
cost  of  production  until  it  was  ultimately  paid  by  the  consumer. 

The  same  recogrnized  increased  .costs  were  experienced  by  every 
public  service  utility  under  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission,  some, 
of  course,  to  a  grreater  extent  than  others,  but  all  to  a  marked  degree, 
and  particularly  by  those  which  were  large  employers  of  labor  and 
users  of  coal. 

It  is  obvious  that  these  utilities  piust  meet  the  increased  costs  with 
increased  income,  or  court  almost  certain  bankruptcy. 

The  increased  income  could  only  be  secured  by  an  increase  in  rates, 
and  therefore  there  were  filed  either  petitions  or  schedules  for  increased 
rates  in  a  seemingly  endless  number. 

Where  a  schedule  of  increased  rates  was  actually  filed  and  effective 
under  .the  law  in  thirty  days,  or  a  hearing  on  a  petition  for  an  in- 
creased rate  was  necessary,  protests  from  the  communities  involved 
generally  followed,  with  public  hearings  in  many  sections  of  the  State 
held  as  rapidly  as  the  various  cases  could  be  reached. 

This  Conunission  has  long  since  and  with  frequent  reiterations 
made  known  that  its  policy  is  to  permit  the  utilities  under  its  juris- 
diction to  earn  a  fair  return  on  the  fair  value  of  their  property 
used  and  useful  in  service  to  the  public,  where  such  property  is 
economically  and  efficiently  managed,  and  in  return  for  this  such 
utilities  are  required  to  render  adequate  service  reasonably  required 
by  the  public. 

By  the  very  nature  of  regulation,  utilities  are  prohibited  from 
earning  excessive  profits  and  therefore  cannot  create  a  substantial 
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surplus  reserve  in  fat  years  to  tide  them  over  the  lean  periods,  and 
since  1916,  with  costs  advancing  so  rapidly,  most  of*  these  public 
utilities  have  merely  struggled  for  actual  existence. 

It  is  this  very  fact,  that  public  utilities  are  never  allowed  to  earn 
more  than  a  very  reasonable  rate  of  return,  and  at  this  time,  when 
industrial  enterprise  affords  such  unusual  opportunities  for  abnormal 
profits,  capital,  naturally  attracted  by  these  possible  large  rewards, 
has  made  it  difficult  for  public  utilities  to  obtain  the  necessary  credit 
or  new  financing  to  enable  them  to  properly  maintain  and  extend  their 
proi)erties  and  meet  maturing  obligations. 

Public  utilities  placed  under  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission  are 
those  furnishing  commodities  most  essential  to  the  needs  of  the 
community — ^not  only  the  essentials  of  life  itself  but  the  conveniences 
vital  to  the  actual  industrial  and  social  life  of  the  community. 

The  Commission  believes  that  the  vast  majority  of  our  citizens 
realize  that  any  factor  that  helps  these  utilities  enures,  even  to  a 
greater  extent  to  the  public  interest  and  benefit,  and  further,  while 
the  Commission  realizes  that  some  individuals  have  been  critical  of 
increases  in  rates  allowed,  yet  it  feels  that  the  general  public  holds 
that  its  interests  have  been  better  safeguarded  and  served  by  enabling 
the  utilities  to  continue  rendering  adequate  service. 

Reports  of  the  several  department  heads  of  the  Commission  sum- 
marizing the  activities  of  such  departments  during  the  year  are  hereto 
appended. 

Respectfully, 

Jno.  Milton  Reifsnideb, 

Chairman; 
James  C.  Legg, 
J.  Frank  Harper, 

Commisaioners, 


REPORT  OF  SECRETARY 

Baltimore,  December  31,  1919. 
Hon.  John  Milton  Reifsnider, 

Chairman  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 

of  Maryland. 

DEARiSiR: 

The  following. report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  for  the 
year  1919  is  respectfully  submitted: 

During  the  year  1919,  134  cases  were  entered  on  the  Formal  Docket, 
of  which  119  were  closed  by  formal  orders,  after  thorough  investiga- 
tion; hearings  were  had  in  all  complaint  cases  before  final  disposition 
unless  complainant  withdrew  complaint  or  admitted  satisfaction  there- 
in, thus  rendering  a  hearing  unnecessary.     On  the  Short  Notice  and 
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Reparation  Docket  34  cases  were  entered  and  disposed  of  by  final 
order.  Five  hundred  and  sixty-two  petty  complaints  formerly  placed 
on  Correspondence  Docket,  but  now  handled  by  the  Secretary,  were 
disposed  of  during  this  year. 

On  the  Formal  Docket  1,751  cases  have  been  entered  since  the 
Commission  has  been  in  existence,' of  which  1,712  have  been  settled 
and  disposed  of  by  final  order,  or  otherwise,  leaving  39  formal  cases 
still  open  on  this  docket  as  of  December  31,  1919,  two  of  which  were 
filed  in  December,  1919.  During  the  past  year  hearings  were  had 
in  98  cases.  These  hearings  in  several  cases  extended  over  periods 
of  from  one  day  to  four  weeks.  Number  of  orders  entered  in  1919 
is  684.  The  issue  of  Stocks  and'  Bonds  has  been  authorized  in  the 
following  cases: 

Stocks  Bonds 

Edison   Electric   Illuminating  Co.,  of 

Cumberland  $100,000.00       $200,000.00 

Salisbury  Light,  Heat  &  Power  Co 92,500.00 

The  Peninsular  Light  &  Power  Co 2,000.00 

Dorchester  Water  Co 12,800.00 

Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  Power 

Co.,  of  Federalsburg,  Md 6,000.00 

Cambridge  Gas  Electric  Light  &  Power 

Co 17,000.00 

The  Hagrerstown  &  Frederick  Railway 

Co 100,000.00 

The  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Co..  3,000,000.00 

Washington,   Baltimore  &   Annapolis 

Electric  Railroad  Co 439,000.00 

The  Hagerstown  &  Frederick  Railway 

Co 40,000.00 

The  New  Taxi  Service  Co 10,000.00 

The  Union  Bridge  Electric  Manufac- 
turing Co 30,000.00 

(1)  Consolidated   Gas,    Electric   Light   & 

Power  Co.,  of  Baltimore 10,000,000.00 

(2)  The  Consolidated  Power  Company  of 

Baltimore -. 2,500,000.00 

(3)  Western  Maryland  Railway  Go 2,857,000  00 

The  Baltm^ore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Co. . .  35,000,000.00 
Washingrton  Suburban  Sanitary  Com- 
mission   750,000.00 

Washington,   Baltimore   &   Annapolis 

Electric  Railroad  Co 1,044,250.00 

The  Hagerstown  &  Frederick  Railway 

Co 85,000.00 

Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  &  Power 
Co.,  of  Federalsburg,  Md 2,000.00 


12  .  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

The  Peninsular  Light  &  Power  Co. . .  $4,000.00 

Salisbury  Light,  Heat  &  Power  Co. .  22,000.00 

Cambridge    Gas,    Electric    Light    & 

Power  Co •  6,000.00 

The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  &  Electric  Co., 

of  Maryland   " $815,000.00 

Peninsula  Ferry  Corporation 158,750.00 

(1)  Includes  $5,000,000  of  3V6-year  Convertible  Gold  Note  and  like 

amount  of  36-year  Gold  Bonds  for  collateral  and  conversion 
purposes. 

(2)  Issued  as  collateral  to  secure  3% -year  Convertible  Gold  Notes 

of  Consolidated  Gas,  Electric  Light  &  Power  Company  of 
Baltimore. 

(3)  Issued  as  collateral  to  secure  promissory  note  for  $2,000,000.00. 

Permission  to  exercise  franchises  has  been  granted  to  the  -following 
corporations  and  individuals: 

The  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Company —    . 

(Baltimore  City)  two  franchises. 
The  New  Taxi  Service  Company. 
The  Union  Bridge  Electric  Manufacturing  'Company — 

(Taneytown). 
The  Dundalk  Water  Company. 
Edward  C.  Yingling — 

(Electric  Plant,  Pleasant  Valley,  Carroll  County). 
Fawn  Light  and  Power  Company. 
Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Cumberland,  Maryland — 

(Lonaconing). 
The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company  of  Maryland. 
Potomac  Gas  and  Electric  Company. 
Peninsula  Ferry  Corporation. 

There  has  been  no  abandonment  of  franchises  previously  exercised. 

B.  T.  Fendall, 
Secretary. 


REPORT  OF  GENERAL  COUNSEL 

Baltimore,  January  2,  1920. 
Public  Service  Commiasion, 

Munsey  Building,  BcUtimore,  Md, 

Gentlemen: 

I  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report  for  the  period  from 
January  1,  1919,  to  December  31,  1919,  in  regard  to  the  transactions 
of  my  office  as  General  Counsel  of  the  Commission. 
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I  rendered  to  the  Commission  26  opinions  in  writing  touching  dif- 
ferent questions  submitted  to  me  by  it.  While  these  opinions,  in  point 
of  number,  fall  below  the  aggregate  of  opinions  rendered  by  me  in 
1918,  some  of  them — notably  the  opinion  No.  386  upholding  the  validity 
of  the  Resolution  of  Congress  taking  over  the  telephone  and  telegraph 
lines  of  the  country,  and  the  opinion  No.  396  asserting  the  full 
authority  of  the  Commission  to  regulate  the  rates  of  the  United 
Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore — are  of  more  than  usual 
importance. 

In  addition  to  the  formal  opinions  I  have  been  very  frequently 
called  upon  to  give  oral  and  written  advice  to  the  Commission  and 
have  attended  numerous  conferences  held  by  it.  ' 

The  case  of  the  West  Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas  Co.  against  the 
Conmiission,  on  appeal  from  the  Circuit  Court  of  Baltimore  City 
to  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  Maryland,  was  decided  favorably  to  the 
Commission,  and  the  important  point  thereby  established  that  the 
Commission  has  the  authority  to  regulate  the  rates  for  natural  g^as 
originating  in  West  Virginia  but  distributed  in  the  State  of  Maryland. 

The  growth  of  motor  vehicle  traffic  on  the  improved  highways  of 
the  State  of  Maryland  gave  rise,  during  1919,  to  frequent  occasions 
for  advice  by  me  to  the  Traffic  Expert  of  the  Commission,  and 
provoked  a  considerable  amount  of  litigation.  In  most  of  the  cases 
making  up  this ,  litigation  the  effort  has  been  to  enforce  the  con- 
tention that  persons  conveying  only  a  special  and  limited  part  of 
the  public,  pursuant  to  a  special  contract  or  otherwise  oveir  the  im- 
proved highways  of  the  State,  require  only  a  hiring  license  and  not 
a  permit  from  the  Public  Service  Comjnission.  A  case  that  will 
probably  be  decisive  of  some  of  the  points  involved  in  these  contro- 
versies has  been  recently  argued  before  the  Court  of  Appeals  and  is 
now  sub  jvdice.  I  refer  to  the  case  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
V8.  Charles  Wildason  appealed  by  the  Commission  from  the  Circuit 
Court  for  Harford  County.  Two  other  cases  which  will  probably 
torn  on  the  decision  in  the  Wildason  case  are  now  pending  in  the 
Circuit  Court  for  Harford  County  and  awaiting  the  result  of  the 
final  decision  in  the  Wildason  case.  Two  other  cases  involving  the 
refusal  of  motor  vehicle  owners  to  apply  to  the  Commission  for  per- 
mits  for  operating  over  a  State  highway  are  now  pending  in  the 
Circuit  Court  for  Dorchester  County.  The  case  of  the  Commission 
against  Messrs.  Fillinggame  and  Krastle  in  the  Circuit  Court  for 
Cecil  County  originating  in  similar  circumstances  is  still  pending,  but 
I  have  not  thought  it  worth  while  to  press  the  application  for  an 
injunction  in  it  to  a  hearing  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  defendants 
have  ceased  to  operate  their  vehicles. 

An  appeal  has  been  taken  from  the  recent  action  of  the  Commis- 
sion in  fixing  water  rates  in  the  matter  of  the  complaint  of  the  City 
of  Westminster  against  the  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Company  of 
Westminster,  and  a  transcript  of  the  papers  in  the  case  is  now  being 
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made  out  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  for  transmission  to  the 
Circuit  Court  for  Carroll  County. 

Since  the  decision  of  the  Havre  de  Grace  &  Perryville  Bridge  Com- 
pany case  in  the  Court  of  Appeals,  the  Bridge  Company,  notwithstand- 
ing the  vacation  of  the  order  of  the  Commission,  has  been  charging 
rates  not  in  excess  of  those  prescribed  by  the  order,  and  consequently 
for  the  time  being  the  public  has  enjoyed  the  full  benefit  of  the  reduced 
rates  prescribed  by  the  order.  The  Bridge  Company,  however,  has 
failed  to  file  any  new  schedule  evidencing  the  lower  rates  that  it  has 
been  collecting  contrary  to  the  provisions  of  Section  16  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  Law  which  forbids  it  to  charge  a  greater,  or 
less,  or  different  compensation  than  that  specified  in  the  tariff  schedule 
attacked  by  the  Commission,  which  is  the  only  one  that  it  has  ever 
filed  with  the  Commission.  The  attention  of  the  Bridge  Company  has 
been  called  to  this  j)rovision  of  the  law  which  it  has  overlooked,  it 
states,  through  oversight,  merely,  and  it  expresses  the  intention  of 
filing  a  new  schedule  immediately  after  the  beginning  of  the  coming 
year. 

Various  matters  involving  the  delay  of  corporations  in  filing  annual 
reports  have  been  referred  to  me,  but  have  all  been  brought,  or  are 
about  to  be  brought,  to  a  satisfactory  conclusion. 

I  have  no  legislative  recommendation  to  make  except  that  in  view 
of  the  ''high  cost  of  living"  the  salary  of  my  secretary  be  increased 
for  the  next  two  fiscal  years,  say,  from  $1,500.00,  the  present  amount, 
to  (1,800.00  per  annum. 

Truly  yours, 

W.  Cabell  Brucb, 

GeTiercU  Counsel, 


REPORT  OF  ASSISTANT  GENERAL  COUNSEL 

Baltimore,  January  5, 1920. 
To  the  Hon,  W,  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel,  Public  Service  Commission, 

Dear  Sir: 

I  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report  in  reference  to  the  duties 
which  I  have  performed  during  the  period  of  time  from  January  1, 
1919,  to  December  31,  1919. 

In  the  course  of  that  year,  I  appeared  as  People's  Counsel  in  a 
number  of  cases  which  were  heard  by  the  Public  Service  Commission. 

The  first  of  the  aforesaid  cases  was  that  of  the  Mayor  and  Common 
Council  of  Westminster  against  tlie  Consolidated  Public  Utilities 
Company  of  Westminster,  which  was  a  controversy  regarding  water 
rates  that  had  recently  been  made  effective  by  the  aforesaid  company. 
The  case  involved  some  very  difficult  problems,  and  the  preparation 
of  it  consumed  a  considerable  amount  of  time.    The  hearing  began  on 
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January  21,  1919,  and  was  continued  through  the  succeeding  days  to 
and  including  January  25.  On  March  26,  the  Commission  being  still- 
in  doubt  about  the  matter,  additional  expert  testimony  was  heard, 
and  the  argument  of  the  case  consumed  two  days,  i.  e.,  April  9  and 
April  11. 

I  went  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  Hyattsville,  to  appear 
for  the  complainants  in  the  case  of  W.  A.  Brooks,  Mayor  of  Hyatts- 
ville, et  aL,  V8.  City  and  Suburban  Railway  of  Washington.  The  hear- 
ing was  not  completed  in  Hyattsville,  and  I  therefore  appeared  in  the 
same  case  again  at  a  later  date  for  completion  of  same  in  Baltimore. 

I  went  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  Bethesda,  and  there 
appeared  for  the  complainants  in  the  case  of  F.  C.  Heaton,  et  cU.,  vs. 
Washington  and  Rockville  Railway  Company. 

I  went  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  Chevy  Chase  to  appear 
for  the  complainants  in  the  case  of  the  Town  of  Kensing^ton  against 
the  Capital  Traction  Company  of  Washington.  After  our  arrival 
there,  I  took  part  in  a  conference  which  resulted  in  a  compromise 
of  the  controversy,  and  the  proceedings  before  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission were  thereafter  merely  of  a  formal  nature.' 

I  went  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  Cottage  City,  and 
appeared  for  the  complainants  in  the  case  of  the  Citizens  of  Berwyn 
Heights,  et  aL,  against  the  Washington  Interurban  Railroad  Company. 

I  appeared  for  the  complainants  in  the  case  of  Mrs.  J.  M.  Homer, 
et  oL,  against  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad. 

A  complaint  was  filed  by  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Havre  de 
Grace  against  the  Havre  de  Grace  Gas  Company,  on  account  of 
increased  rates  for  gas.  I  carefully  investigated  the  matter  and  fully 
prepared  it  for  a  hearing,  but  it  was  so  manifest  that  the  company  had 
lost  a  large  amount  of  money  at  previous  rates,  and  would  have 
little  or  no  profit  in  the  rates  complained  of,  that  after  seeing  the 
statement  prepared  by  the  Auditor  of  the  Commission,  and  the  report 
of  the  Chief  Engineer,  the  complainant  dismissed  the  case. 

A  complaint  was  filed  by  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Havre  de 
Grace  against  the  Havre  de  Grace  Electric  Company,  because  of 
unsatisfactory  service.  I  was  assigned  to  that  case  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission,  and  with  the  approval  of  the  Commission,  I 
thereupon  undertook  to  ascertain  whether  the  company  could  not  be 
induced  to  improve  its  service  to  such  extent  as  to  satisfy  the  people 
of  Havre  de  Grace,  and  so  avoid  the  labor  and  expense  of  a  formal 
hearing.  The  company  readily  complied  with  my  suggestions,  and 
improved  the  service  to  such  extent  that  the  Mayor  and  City  Council 
of  Havre  de  Grace  dismissed  the  complaint. 

A  complaint  was  filed  by  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Havre  de 
Grace  against  the  Havre  de  Grace  Water  Company.  The  preparation 
of  that  case  involved  a  great  deal  of  labor,  and  when  it  was  ready 
for  hearing,  the  complainant  re-considered  the  matter  and  concluded 
that  it  was  not  advisable  to  proceed  at  that  time  with  the  hearing, 
and  therefore  dismissed  the  complaint  without  prejudice. 
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On  May  23,  1919,  the  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of 
Baltimore  filed  an  application  for  permission  to  further  increase  car 
fares.  I  appeared  as  People's  Counsel  in  the  aforesaid  case,  and  Mr. 
Osborne  I.  Yellott,  who  had  been  employed  as  Special  Counsel  in  the 
case  relating  to  the  increase  of  fares  from  five  cents  to  six  cents,  was 
afirain  employed  in  a  similar  capacity  when  the  latter  petition  was  filed. 
'After  a  considerable  amount  of  time  had  been  consumed  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  the  case,  the  hearing  was  begun  on  Aug^ist  8,  and  consiuied 
seventeen  days,  the  argument  having  terminated  on  September  5. 
After  the  opinion  in  the  above  mentioned  case  had  been  filed,  a 
petition  was  filed  by  the  Railway  Company  for  modification  of  the 
opinion,  and  I  appeared  when  the  last  mentioned  application  was  heard 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  on  November  14.  I  appeared  also 
at  the  hearing  on  December  80  of  a  later  application  for  permission 
to  further  increase  car  fares. 

I  appeared  as  one  of  the  counsel  for  the  complainant  in  the  case 
of  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Crisfield  against  the  Crisfield  Light 
and  Power  Company,  the  hearing  of  which  consumed  two  days,  and 
I  appeared  for  the  complainant  in  the  case  of  the  Evergreen  Lawn 
Welfare  League  against  the  City  and  Suburban  Realty  Company. 

The  drivers  of  a  number  of  jitney  buses  were  reported  to  the 
Public  Service  Commission  as  having  persistently  violated  the  rules 
of  the  Commission.  Several  of  them  were  summoned  to  appear  in 
the  Trafiic  Court  to  answer  such  charg)BS.  I  appeared  at  the  hearings. 
The  men  accused  admitted  that  they  had  been  gruilty  of  violating  the 
rules  of  the  Commission,  but  the  cases  were  dismissed,  with  my 
approval,  when  the  men  promised  the  Judge  of  the  Traffic  Court  that 
they  would  not  again  violate  the  said  rules. 

During  the  last  part  of  the  year,  I  devoted  a  large  amount  of  time 
to  investigation  of  the  affairs  of  The  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Tel- 
ephone Company,  which  had  applied  for  approval,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission,  of  the  continuance  of  the  telephone  rates  adopted 
by  the  Postmaster  General  while  the  telephone  system  was  under 
Federal  control.  The  hearing  of  the  application  of  the  company  was 
not  begun  during  the  year  1919. 

I  have  rendered  other  services  which  do  not  call  for  special  men- 
tion herein. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Joseph  S.  Goldsmith, 

Assistant  General  Counsel. 
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REPORT  OF  CHIEF  ENGINEER 


Pitblie  Service  Commiseion, 
BcUtwnore,  Md, 


Baltimore,  December  31, 1919. 


Gentlemen: 

I  beg  to  submit  herewith  report  of  the  operations  of  the  Engineering 
Department  for  the  year  ended  September  30,  1919. 

During  the  year  eighty-eight  special  trips  of  inspection  were  made 
throughout  the  entire  State,  as  compared  with  eighty-three  for  last 
year.  This  does  not  include  many  trips  to  points  in  the  vicinity  of 
Baltimore. 

One  hundred  and  fifty-four  formal  reports  made  by  this  department 
to  the  Commission  may  be  classified  as  follows: 


SUBJECTO 


Appraisals,   New  Equip- 
ment ana  Rates 

Grade  Croesings 

SERVICE: 

Complaints 

Quahty  of  Gas 

Additional  Facilities. . . 

Miscellaneous 


Totals. 
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10 

26 

57 

49 

7 

10 

154 

Many  of  these  reports  were  voluminous,  and  required  such  detailed 
investigation,  that  their  preparation  extended  over  a  considerable 
period  of  time. 

The  increase  in  the  number  of  investigations  and  rei)orts  resulted 
in  general  from  the  conditions  brought  about  by  the  war.  The  diffi- 
culties experienced  by  the  operators  of  the  various  utilities  in  the 
matter  of  fuel,  whUe  not  so  acute  as  in  the  preceding  year,  have  been, 
nevertheless,  very  onerous.  The  prices  have  continued  at  a  high  level, 
and  the  purchaser  is  practically  helpless  in  the  matter  of  selection, 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  suitability  of  the  fuel  for  his  special 
purposes. 

The  labor  difficulties  have  been  very  difficult;  while  it  is  true  that 
the  condition  is  not  quite  as  acute  as  at  the  height  of  the  war, 
nevertheless  a  he\^  standard  of  wages  and  work  seems  to  have  been 
established.  These  standards  militate  certainly  against  any  success- 
ful effort  to  approximate  the  former  normal  expense  and  efficiency 
of  operation. 
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The  re-adjustment  is  gradual,  and  apparently  ineffectual. 
These  conditions  naturally  have  stimulated  the  character  and  number 
of  complaints  of  selrvice  rendered  by  the  utilities  of  the  State. 

I.    METER  TESTING 

Routine  tests  of  eras  meters  to  the  number  of  24,072,  and  11,886 
electric  jneters  have  been  made;  12  gas  meters,  10  electric  meters, 
and  25  water  meters  were  tested  upon  complaint  of  consumers,  a  total 
of  36,015.  Compared  with  last  year,  these  figures  show  an  increase 
of  9.70  per  cent,  in  the  total  number  of  meters  tested;  an  increase 
in  gas  meters  of  2.58  per  cent.;  an  increase  in  electric  meters  of  27.5 
per  cent.  The  following  table  gives  the  number  of  gas  and  electric 
meters  tested  for  each  year  during  the  past  nine  years.  The  record 
for  water  and  steam  meters  is  included  for  the  first  time: 


Year. 


1911.. 
1912.. 
1913.. 
1914. . 
1915.. 
1916.. 
1917. . 
1918.. 
1919. . 

Totals, 


Routine  Tests. 


Gas. 


24,058 
27,276 
31,115 
33,858 
32,270 
30,370 
34,046 
23,467 
24,072 


Electric. 


260,532  90,364 


5,592 

24 

8,819 

57 

10,143 

26 

9,959 

22 

9,310 

23 

11,969 

18 

13,362 

12 

9,3!^4 

7 

11,886 

12 

Complaint  Meters. 


Gas. 


201 


24 

30 

10 

4 

8 

12 

13 

7 

10 


118 


,   2 

1   3 

18 

13 

1 

20 

• 

17 

1 

13 

•••■•• 

11 

5 

1  25 

10 

1  122 

L 

17 

Totals. 


29,700 
36,185 
41,312 
43,857 
41,631 
42,387 
47,446 
32,821 
36,015 

351,354 


II.     TESTING 

Electrical  Testing.  The  laboratory  equipment  for  electrical  testing 
has  been  improved  during  the  year  by  some  changes  of  detail,  and 
there  is  now  in  process  the  installation  of  a  method  to  secure  better 
speed  control  of  the  testing  set,  and  consequently  more  regular  con- 
dition of  the  voltage  and  current  during  tests. 

The  activities  in  the  field  have  been  extended.  Some  of  the  small 
companies  have  been  instructed  in  and  brought  into  the  scheme  of 
inspection,  which  has  been  gradually  heretofore  applied  to  the  more 
important  operations. 

GcL8  Testing.  The  program  of  testing  in  the  laboratory  at  Balti- 
more of  the  quality  of  the  gas  has  been  maintained  on  the  same 
plane  as  in  the  latter  part  of  the  preceding  year — that  is,  more  numer- 
ous tests  are  being  made.  This  program  is  rather  onerous  with  the 
small  staff  available.    It  is  hoped  that  by  means  of  a  recording  calori- 
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meter,  the  demands  on  the  time  of  the  inspector  may  be  somewhat 
relieved. 

There  has  been  added  this  year  to  the  gas  laboratory  equipment 
an  effusion  type  of  gravitometer,  for  determining  the  specific  gravity 
of  the  eras. 

III.     SURVEY  OF  GAS  PLANTS 

As  noted  earlier  in  this  report,  the  conditions  in  this  State,  espe- 
cially in  the  field  of  operation  of  the  supply  of  gas,  have  been  greatly 
disturbed,  as  the  result  of  developments  due  to  the  war. 

This  is  evidenced  not  only  from  the  complaints  of  consumers  as  to 
the  character  of  service,  but  also  by  the  increasing  burden  of  operating 
expenses  experienced  by  the  companies,  consequent  deficits  in  their 
yearly  balances,  and  numerous  applications  for  increase  in  rates. 

It  seemed  imperative  to  determine  whether,  by  adopting  any  reason- 
able expedient  to  improve  the  efficiency  of  operations,  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  obviate  continuous  efforts  on  the  part  of  the  various  companies 
to  secure  relief,  by  means  of  higher  schedule  of  rates. 

These  investigations  would  require  special  experience  and  skill,  in 
order  to  be  accomplished  effectively.  A  general  knowledge  of  the 
changes  and  efforts  to  meet  new  conditions  beyond  the  confines  of  this 
State  are  essential 

Obviously  improvements  in  efficiency  of  plant  operation  tends  toward 
the  conservation  of  fuel.  During  the  war,  the  Engineering  Depart- 
ment had  been  in  close  touch  with  the  Bureau  of  Standards'  investiga- 
tion in  the  matter  of  conservation  of  fuel  in  gas  manufacture.  This 
fact  led  to  conferences  with  the  Bureau  directed  toward  securing  their 
co-operation  in  a  survey  of  the  gas  plants  of  the  State. 

The  Commission  has  been  fortunate  in  securing  their  consent  to 
undertake  a  survey  of  all  of  the  gas  plants  in  the  State,  to  be  followed 
by  reports  on  each,  dealing  with  their  present  condition,  and  pointing 
out  whether  improvements  might  be  made  in  existing  operation,  lead- 
ing to  greater  efficiency. 

This  program  has  been  started,  and  is  now  in  active  prosecution. 
Examinations  and  reports  have  been  made  in  several  instances. 

It  is  hoi>ed  that  the  result  from  the  State-wide  study  will  be  bene- 
ficial, both  to  the  consumers  and  to  the  owners  of  the  gas  utilities. 

IV.    CHANGES  IN  ENGINEERING  STAFF 

Mr.  Charles  G.  Edwards  was  appointed  to  the  vacancy  of  Chief 
Engineer,  occasioned  by  the  death  of  Mr.  Charles  E.  Phelps,  Jr.  He 
qualified  on  March  1,  1919.  Mr.  Wm.  F.  Strouse  was  appointed  to 
the  vacancy  thus  occasioned  of  Assistant  Engineer,  and  qualified  on 
March  1, 1919. 

Pursuant  to  the  policy  of  the  Commission,  Mr.  H.  C.  Ward  resumed 
the  duties  of  Inspector  of  Gas  upon  his  return  from  service  in  the 
United  States  Navy,  April  1, 1919,  vice  Mr.  Stanley  H.  Hays,  resigned. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

Charles  G.  Edwards, 

Chief  Engineer. 
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REPORT  OF  TRANSPORTATION  EXPERT 

Baltimore,  December  31,  1919. 

Hon.  Jno.  Milton  Reifsnider, 

Chairman,  Public  Service  Cammiseion. 

Dear'Sir: 

You  will  find  herewith  the  report  of  the  Transportation  Depart- 
ment of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  the  year  1919.  The  ques- 
tion of  improvinsr  the  transportation  facilities  of  the  State  is  one 
that  has  occupied  our  entire  attention,  and  aside  from  the  formal 
reports  which  have  been  made  from  time  to  time  to  the  Commission, 
you  have  been  kept  informed  verbally  of  the  various  activities  of  this 
department. 

As  far  as  has  been  practicable,  the  equipment  and  service  have 
received  personal  attention,  and  matters  pertaining  to  the  betterment 
of  existing  conditions  have  been  vigorously  taken  up  with  the  operating 
officials  of  the  incorporated  bodies  and  with  individuals  of  the  various 
bus  lines  operating  all  over  the  State. 

In  regard  to  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Co.,  while  much 
is  lacking  in  the  service  to  make  it  conform  to  your  rules,  yet  as 
compared  to  1918  a  marked  improvement  has  been  noted.  A  great 
deal  of  trouble  in  obtaining  quick  service  is  due  to  our  antiquated 
traffic  laws,  and  the  congestion  on  certain  streets  because  of  the  wish 
of  everybody  to  go  to  their  ultimate  destination  without  the  physical 
exertion  of  walking  a  block  or  two.  During  the  peak  of  the  after- 
noon rush,  many  of  the  streets  in  the  delivery  districts  are  so  con- 
gested that  the  movement  of  the  cars  is  almost  impossible,  and  this 
can  only  be  remedied  by  the  re-routing  of  several  of  these  lines,  and 
placing  them  elsewhere.  This  matter  at  present  is  receiving  the  very 
serious  attention  of  the  railway  officials,  and  it  is  believed  that  in  a 
comparatively  short  time  conditi(lns  in.  this  regard  will  be  very  much 
better. 

The  Garrison  Avenue  line  was  re-routed  and  taken  off  Park  Avenue 
and  put  on  Madison  Avenue  and  Eutaw  Street,  which  has  been  a  great 
benefit,  not  only  in  the  saving  of  time,  but  as  a  convenience  to  the 
patrons  of  this  line. 

The  systematic  construction  of  improved  roads,  under  the  super- 
vision of  the  State  Roads  Commission,  not  only  the  roads  comprised 
in  their  system,  but  also  State  Aid  Roads,  has,  together  with  the 
perfecting  of  the  motor  vehicle,  revolutionized  transportation  through 
the  country  districts  of  the  State.  This  method  of  transportation  of 
passengers  and  freight  is  in  its  infancy,  but  it  is  satisfactory  to  note 
the  steady  growth  of  this  industry.  Like  every  other  innovation,  the 
development  of  this  means  of  transportation  has  shown  weak  points 
that  can  be  improved.  This  service  is  now  largely  in  the  hands  of 
individuals,  and  at  the  present  time  the  law  is  not  very  clear  in  draw- 
ing the  line  between  those  who  operate  as  hiring  cars  and  those  who 
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operate  oyer  a  fixed  route  and  on  a  fixed  schedule;  and  we  find  many 
cases  of  conflict  between  these  twe  seiwrate  services.  Because  of  the 
personnel  of  those  who  operate  over  a  fixed  route  and- for  a  fixed 
compensation,  full  powers  and  facility  in  observation  should  be  afforded 
to  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  enable  their  proper  supervision 
in  the  interest  of  the  traveling  public.  The  public  who  use  this  means 
of  transportation  should  be  afforded  the  same  protection  agrainst  loss, 
damage  and  accident  as  is  afforded  by  steam  and  electric  roads  and 
steamboat  companies,  so  that  in  case  of  loBS>or  damage  they  may 
be  afforded  some  tangible  means  or  method  of  recovery.  There  should 
also  be  a  schedule  arranged  to  enable  through  passengers  to  connect 
from  one  bus  line  to  another,  so  that  in  a  small  way  this  service  could 
be  worked  into  one  system  of  transportation. 

The  same  principle  could  be  applied  to  the  freight  service  and  a 
satisfactory  and  standard  bill  of  lading  devised  that  would  bind  the 
operator  to  the  obligations  of  a  common  carrier  and  set  forth  the 
extent  of  his  liability  very  clearly.  It  should  be  designed  so  as  to 
permit  the  transfer  of  goods  from  one  carrier  to  another. 

In  addition  to  the  features  of  the  ordinary  railroad  bill  of  lading, 
it  should  include  some  of  the  features  of  the  invoice  so  as  to  obviate 
the  need  of  a  large  number  of  forms  for  a  relatively  smaU  business. 
A  bill  of  lading  to  meet  these  conditions  could  be  devised  and  a  proper 
form  incorporated  and  made  part  of  the  Motor  Vehicle  Law,  in  order 
that  the  improvements  and  extent  of  this  service  may  be  appreciated. 

It  might  be  interesting  to  say  that  31  freight  lines  were  operated 
during  the  year  1919,  covering  381^  miles  of  road,  and  70  passenger 
lines,  covering  784^  miles  of  road.  These  lines,  both  passenger  and 
freight,  extend  to  every  portion  of  the  State,  and  from  the  fact  that 
most  of  them  have  applied  for  a  renewal  of  their  permit  for  the  year 
1920,  it  is  believed  that  this  is  developing  into  a  lucrative  business. 
The  above  estimate  takes  in  only  the  country  districts  and  does  not 
include  any  of  the  jitney  operation  in  Baltimore  City.  It  will  be 
seen  from  the  above  that  motor  bus  transportation,  if  properly  de- 
veloped and  supervised,  has  tremendous  possibilities  for  the  better- 
ment of  communication  in  the  country  districts. 

During  the  past  year  your  Transportation  Department  had  devoted 
a  great  deal  of  time  and  study  looking  toward  the  betterment  of  this 
service.  Much  has  been  accomplished  in  securing  the  proper  opera- 
tion of  various  lines  for  the  public  benefit,  and  while  this  service  has 
shown  a  decided  improvement,  it  is  far  from  perfect,  but  from  month 
to  month  a  gradual  improvement  has  been  noted  and  the  various 
operators  are  understanding  more  and  more  that  by  operating  strictly 
according  to  the  rules  of  this  Commission,  and  thereby  making  their 
service  more  reliable,  they  are  not  only  benefiting  the  public  but 
benefiting  themselves. 

The  possibilities  of  this  service  are  almost  without  limit,  and  under 
a  wise  direction  an  evolution  will  gradually  take  place  from  the 
haphazard  operating  to  a  reliable  system  of  transportation. 
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It  is  not  at  all  improbable  that  the  time  will  come  when  the  motor 
bus  will,  to  a  large  extent,  supersede  the  trolley  car  for  city  as  well 
as  suburban '  transportation.  The  motor  bus  has  many  advantages 
over  the  trolley-car,  and  given  good  streets,  reliable  operation  with 
economies,  which  will  from  time  to  time  be  introduced  in  holding  its 
own  in  furnishing  cheap  and  reliable  transportation.  The  original 
outlay  is  small,  having  no  expensive  track  system,  power  stations, 
or  overhead  system  of  construction.  Each  bus  acts  as  an  individual 
unit,  and  is  not  dependent  on  any  other  unit  as  in  the  case  of  the 
trolley  car,  and  provided  the  streets  are  in  reasonably  good  condition, 
they  could  select  their  route  without  waiting  for  a  long  and  expensive 
construction. 

During  the  year  1919  this  department  has  issued  permits  for  the 
operation  of  motor  vehicles  for  the  public  transportation  of  passengers 
and  freight  as  follows: 

m  m 

For  passenger  service 302 

For  freight  service 66 

Total  permits  issued  367 

It  will  be  observed  that  the  number  of  permits  issued  is  far  in 
excess  to  the  number  of  lines  operated.  This  apparent  discrepancy  is 
accounted  for  in  the  fact  that  over  many  of  the  lines  several  vehicles 
are  operated,  and  additional  permits  have  been  taken  out  for  reserved 
vehicles;  also  a  few  have  discontinued  operating  entirely,  and  a  large 
number  of  permits  have  been  issued  in  Baltimore  City  for  jitney 
service  which  are  not  included  in  the  above  summary. 

CHANGES  IN  PERSONNEL 

The  death  of  Mr.  Bruce  W.  Duer,  head  of  this  department,  occurred 
on  February  15,  1919,  after  a  short  illness,  and  his  loss  was  very 
keenly  felt.  Not  knowing  Mr.  Duer  personally,  I  was  nevertheless 
impressed  by  the  thorough  manner  in  which  the  matters  of  this  depart- 
ment were  handled,  as  shown  by  the  condition  in  which  he  left  them. 

Mr.  Albert  L.  Dean,  who  resigned  July  1,  1918,  to  enter  the  service 
of  the  United  States,  after  seeing  active  service  in  France,  returned 
and  was  re-appointed  as  an  inspector,  taking  effect  July  1,  1919. 

Mr.  James  R.  Dunlop  resigned  to  accept  a  better  position,  his 
resignation  taking  effect  October  15,  1919.  Mr.  Dunlop's  loss  is  a 
very  serious  one,  as  he  had  been  here  a  long  time,  and  was  familiar 
with  all  the  different  phases  of  the  work  of  this  department.  In  addi- 
tion, he  was  thoroughly  conscientious  and  was  very  efficient  in  every- 
thing he  handled. 

Mr.  Gilbert  Hagadone  resig^ied  to  accept  another  position,  resigna- 
tion taking  effect  October  1,  1919. 
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Mr.  James  E.  Yursik  was  appointed  in  Mr.  Hagadone's  place,  the 
appointment  taking  effect  October  22,  1919. 

Mr.  Dean  was  promoted  to  the  position  held  by  Mr.  Dunlop,  and 
Miss  Alice  Ashmore  was  appointed  to  Mr.  Dean's  place,  her  appoint- 
ment taking  effect  November  11,  1919. 

ACCIDENTS 

A  comparative  summary  of  the  total  number  of  accidents  to  persons 
during  the  last  nine  years  is  submitted  below,  the  accidents  being 
tabulated  as  between  those  occurring  on  steam  railroads  and  electric 
railways : 

Total  Personal  Accidents  Compared  by  Years 


Year 

Class  of 

Steam 

,     Railroads     i 

!                        1 

Electric 
Railways 

Grand 
Totals 

Persons 

K.- 

I. 

K.           I.    • 

1 

K.           I. 

1 

1911 

1012 

1W3 

1W4 

ins 

1916 

1917 

1918 

1919 

Totals 

Public 

Employees. . 

PubUo 

Employees. . 

PubUc 

Employees. . 

Piiblic 

Employees. . 

PubKc 

Employees. . 

Public 

Employees. . 

Public 

Employees. . 

Public 

Employees. . 

Public 

Employees. . 

Public 

Employees. . 

63 
38 
94 
40 
90 
70 
72 
37 
90 
1      29 
78 
35 
89 
45 
85 
55 
63 
37 
730 
386 

i 

190 
677 
148 
799 
244 
902 
233 
1,044 
257 
813 
144 
853 
195 
866 
196 
811 
124 
497 
1,731 
7.261 

1 

31  '    5,670 

4  1     1,192 
33  1    6,365 

2  1,367 

32  3,748 

3  1,414 
35  1     7,213 

5  1,400 
31  '    6,395 

5       1,249 
29  ;    [6,244 

4  1     1,250 
46       6,398 
10       1,560 
69       5,312 

2       1,477 
58       6,355 

5  1,686 
364     53,700 

40  ,  12,545 

94 

42 
127 

42 
128 

73 
107 

42 
121 

34 
107 

39 
135 

55 
154 

57 
121 

42 

1,094 

426 

5,860 
1,869 
6,513 
2,166 
3,992 
2,316 
7,446 
2,444 
6,652 
2,062 
6,388 
2,102 
6,593 
2,426 
5,508 
2,288 
6,479 
2,133 
55,431 
19,806 

Grand  Totals 

1,116 

8,992 

404     66,245 

1 

1,520 

75,237 

Out  of  the  above  total  accidents  to  persons,  those  which  occurred 
at  gr&de  crossings  for  each  year  during  the  last  nine  years  are  as 
follows : 
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Grade  Crossing  Accidents  Compared  by  YicARS 


Year 


Company  « 


Killed     i  Injured 


Totals 


1912 

19^..... 

1914 

1915 

1916 

1917 

1918 

1919 


1911 Steam  Railroads.. 

Electric  Railwajrs . 
Steam  Railroads . . 
Electric  Railways . 
Steam  Railroads . . 
Electric  Railways . 
Steam  Railroads . . 
Electric  Railways. 
Steam  Railroads . . 
Electric  Railways . 
Steam  Railroads . . 
Electric  Railways . 
Steam  Railroads . . 
Electric  Railwasy . 
Steam  Railroads. . 
ElectricRailways . 
Steap  Railroads. . 
Electric  Railways 


) 


Totals .-.. 

Averages  per  year. 


11 
12 
12 
8 
15 
18 
44 
38 
24 


7 
10 
44 
40 
49 
39 
103 
101 
78 


182 


471 


20 


62 


18 

22 

56 

48 

64 

57 

147 

139 

102 


653 


72 


Those  accidents  to  persons  trespassing  upon  railroad  property  have 
been  segregated,  and  are  as  follows: 

Fatalities  and  Injuries  Due  to  Trespassing  Upon  Railroads-^ 

Comparison  by  Years 


Year 


B.  &0. 
R.  R. 


Penna. 
R.  R. 


W.Md. 
R.  R. 


Minor 
Steain 


K.      I.      K.     I. 


K. 


I. 


K. 


I. 


Minor 
Electric 

I 

K. ;  I. 


Totals 


K. 


I. 


1911 

1912. 

1913. 

1914. 

1915. 

1916. 

1917. 

1918. 

1919. 


53 
45 
42 
38 
38 
36 
27 
18 
16 


Totals I  313 


22 

30 

51 

9 

45 

20 

9 

9 

30 

20 

26 

10 

41 

15 

37 

8 

28 

10 

12 

12 

18   10 

9 

9 

13 

10 

8 

4 

15 

13 

11 

4 

9 

17 

14 

7 

221 

145 

177 

72 

20 

•  1 
6 

4 

10 

5 

108 

102 

17 

15 

7^ 

9 

7 

98 

85 

80, 

16 

4 

5 

16 

93 

156 

25I 

7 

14 

9 

19 

77 

136 

15 

12 

12 

6 

19 

78 

86 

9 

4i 

3 

10 

1 

69 

40 

9 

6 

2 

10 

4 

57 

36 

3 

1|. 

•  •  • 

13 

12 

49 

41 

6 

1 

3i 

2 

14 

7 

57 

38 

184 

701 

48 

86 

90 

686 

720 

K 

1 

ILLEI 

> 

] 

[njui 

LED 

Total  Steam  Railroads. , 
Total  Electric  Railways. 


600 
86 


Grand  Total  (9  years) 


686 


630 
90 


720 
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During  the  year  the  Transportation  Department  was  represented 
at  twenty  inquests  or  investigations,  with  the  view  of  recommending 
methods  or  plans  that  would  prevent  loss  of  life  and  personal  injury. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

J.  L.  WiCKES, 

Transportation  Expert, 


REPORT  OF  BUREAU  OF  RATES  AND 

TARIFFS 

Baltimore,  December  31,  1919. 
Hon.  John  Milton  Reifsnider, 

Chairman, 
Dear  Sir: 

Report  upon  the  work  of  this  bureau  during  the  current  year  is 
herewith  tendered. 

During  the  war  period  the  routine  work  of  the  bureau  has  been 
disarranged  to  a  considerable  extent,  but  with  the  return  to  pre-war 
procedure,  if  not  to  pre-war  conditions,  the  situation  will  probably  soon 
readjust  itself  satisfactorily.  The  first  step  in  this  direction  was  when 
the  telephone  and  telegraph  lines  were  returned  to  private  control 
and  operation,  which  occurred  on  August  1,  1919,  after  the  wires 
had  been  under  Federal  control  for  a  period  of  one  year,  under  the 
immediate  direction  of  the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States. 
The  railroads  are  also  to  be  returned  to  their  corporate  owners  on 
March  1,  1920,  and  the  bureau  recently  has  been  in  communication 
with  officials  of  some  of  the  carriers  with  the  idea  of  determining 
upon  some  satisfactory  method  which  will  enable  the  Commission  to 
resume  its  procedure  with  respect  to  the  handling  of  tariffs  under 
the  system  which  obtained  prior  to  the  taking  over  of  the  operation 
of  the  railroads  by  the  Federal  Government,  but  this  work  has  been 
set  to  naught  by  recent  action  of  certain  of  the  carriers,  to  which 
further  reference  is  made. 

As  heretofore  pointed  out  to  the  Commission,  the  usefulness  and 
accuracy  of  the  Commission's  railroad  tarifl^  files  have  been  greatly 
lessened  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  during  the  period  of  Federal 
control  tariff  schedules  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  exclusively,  without  State  commission  numbers.  The 
United  States  Railroad  Administration  evidently  has  recently  come 
to  realize  the  error  it  made  when  it  permitted  the  elimination  of 
State  commission  numbers  from  tariff  publications,  and  to  correct 
this  Mr.  Edward  Chambers,  director.  Division  of  Traffic  of  the  United 
States  Railroad  Administration,  on  December  12,  1919,  issued  his 
Circular  No.  12,  providing  that  the  proper  State  commission  numbers 
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should  be  shown  on  all  tariffs  thereafter  issued,  and  that  numbers 
should  be  assigned  to  tariffs  already  issued.  When  this  circular  was 
received,  the  bureau  at  once  got  into  communication  with  officials  of 
the  more  important  carriers  and  suggested  that  the  carriers  get 
together  and  agree  upon  some  uniform  method  of  procedure  to  carry 
into  effect  the  requirements  of  Mr.  Chambers'  circular  aforesaid,  but 
the  carriers  have  seen  fit  to  disregard  the  Commission's  suggestion, 
with  the  result  that  there  has  been  no  uniformity  of  action  among 
the  railroads,  or  even  between  different  departments  of  the  same 
railroads.  The  bureau  realized  that  the  Commission  was  without 
power  to  require  the  matter  to  be  handled  in  any  particular  way, 
but  had  hoped  that  the  carriers  could  have  consistently  met  the 
wishes  of  the  bureau.  The  result  will  probably  be  that  the  Commis- 
sion will  have  to  devise  its  own  plans  for  handling  the  tariff  situa- 
tion upon  the  return  of  the  railroads  to  private  control  and  operation. 
The  Director  General  of  Railroads  at  various  times  during  the 
year  has  submitted  to  the  Commission  for  its  consideration  and  advice 
a  number  of  contemplated  rate  chang^es  affecting  Maryland  interests, 
all  of  which  matters  have  been  investigated  by  this  bureau,  and  in 
a  number  of  instances  conferences  with  interested  shippers  and  their 
representatives  have  been  held  with  the  idea  of  gaining  the  views  of 
others  with  respect  to  the  matters  under  consideration. 

Owing  to  the  continued  unsettled  conditions  following  the  termina- 
tion of  actual  hostilities,  and  the  absence  of  any  marked  downward 
trend  in  the  costs  of  labor  and  materials,  there  has  not  yet  been  any 
indication  of  a  general  readjustment  of  the  rates  of  public  utilities  in 
this  State.  On  the  contrary,  during  the  year  there  have  been  a 
number  of  utilities  that  have  found  it  necessary  to  increase  further 
their  rates  and  charges  to  meet  their  higher  costs  of  operation.  Some 
of  these  rate  increases  have  resulted  in  complaints  to  the  Commis- 
sion respecting  the  reasonableness  thereof  and  in  several  cases  the 
Commission  has  been  able,  after  investigation,  to  reduce  the  rates 
complained  of  without  jeopardizing  the  ability  of  the  utilities  to 
continue  furnishing  service.  All  such  rate  increases  naturally  require 
the  closest  scrutiny  of  the  Commission,  regardless  of  whether  or  not 
they  are  the  subject  of  formal  complaint  and  investigation  by  the 
Commission.  During  this  period  when  changes  in  rates  are  frequently 
being  made,  it  is  highly  desirable  that  the  rate  schedules  of  the  utilities 
should  be  standardized  as  to  form  and  as  complete  as  possible  with 
respect  to  the  rates,  rules  and  regulations  contained  therein,  and  to 
this  end  I  would  respectfully  direct  the  attention  of  the  Commission 
to  the  desirability  of  adopting  and  making  effective  the  revised  rules 
to  govern  the  construction,  filing  and  publishing  of  rate  schedules  of 
all  classes  of  public  utilities  (other  than  common  carriers),  tentative 
form  of  which  revised  rules  was  first  submitted  to  the  Commission 
under  date  of  November  24,  1916,  accompanying  my  Report  No.  64. 

Eighty-four  formal   reports   have  been   rendered   the   Commission 
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during  the  year.  Aside  from  the  complaints  and  inquiries  sent  by 
the  Commission  to  this  bureau  for  investigation  and  report,  an  in- 
creasingly large  number  of  matters  are  handled  informally  through 
the  bureau,  with  the  result  that  frequently  the  matter  in  controversy 
is  settled  satisfactorily  without  the  necessity  of  formal  complaint  to 
the  Conmiission.  The  bureau  has  also  rendered  assistance  to  numerous 
persons  who  have  called  upon  it  to  aid  them  in  constructing  rate 
schedules  of  both  utilities  and  carriers,  so  that  they  might  obtain 
the  best  rating  possible.  Sometimes  the  bureau  has  been  able  to 
oflfer  suggestions  respecting  either  a  change  to  some  other  rate  schedule 
or  some  change  in  the  customer's  use,  thereby  producihg  a  better  load 
factor,  which  when  put  into  operation  have  had  the  effect  of  producing 
a  lower  average  rate  to  the  particular  user. 

Under  the  provisions  of  Section  15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law,  authorizing  changes  in  rates  for  good  cause  shown  on  less  than 
statutory  notice  of  thirty  days,  thirty-four  orders  were  entered  during 
the  year.  The  number  of  orders  entered  this  year  in  these  short 
notice  and  reparation  cases  is  somewhat  less  than  the  average  of  those 
entered  in  previous  years,  due  largely  to  the  fact  that  most  of  the 
railroads  operating  in  Maryland  have  been  under  exclusive  Federal 
control  during  this  period. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

I  Frank  Harper, 

Chief  of  Bureau, 

REPORT  OF  AUDITOR 

Baltimore,  December  31,  1919. 


Hon.  Jno.  Milton  Reifsnider, 

Chairman,  Public  Service  Commission, 
Baltimore,  Md. 
Dear  Sir: 

The  report  of  the  work  of  the  Auditor's  office  for  the  year  ended 
December  31,  1919,  is  submitted  herewith. 

The  general  work  assigned  to  this  office  has  been  kept  up  to  date 
and  other  special  work  that  has  been  referred  to  this  office  has  been 
dispatched  as  quickly  as  possible.  Statements  that  have  been  necessary 
in  a  large  number  of  rate  cases  coming  before  the  Commission  have 
been  prepared,  and  assistance  has  been  given  the  office  of  Assistant 
General  Counsel  whenever  called  upon. 

The  Budget  System,  adopted  by  the  Legislature  at  the  1918  session, 
has  been  in  operation  since  October  1,  1918,  and  has  proven  satis- 
factory. 

The  Commission  has  under  its  jurisdiction  183  public  service  corpo- 
rations; 146  corporations  made  complete  reports,  17  incomplete  reports 
and  20  did  not  make  any  reports  for  the  year  ended  December  31, 1918. 

The  following  statement  shows  the  capitalization  of  all  corporations 
reporting  to  the  Commission: 
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Comparative  Statement  of  Corporations  Under  Jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  for  the  Years  Ended  December  31, 1917, 

AND  December  31,  1918 

Z?ec.  31, 1917  Dec.  31, 1918     Increase 

Amount  Amount     or  Decrease 

Capital  Stock  Outstanding. . .    $783,953,762  $786,739,962    $2,786,200 

Funded  Debt 896,310,531  886,813,133     *9,497,398 

Total  Capitalization $1,680,264,293  $1,673,553,095  *$6,711,198 

Interest  Accrued  on  Funded 

Debt $34,798,703        $35,582,110        $783,407 

Dividends  Declared  on  Capital 

Stock  44,829,099  39,989,650     ♦4,839,549 

*  Denotes  decrease. 

During  the  fiscal  year  ended  September  30,  1919,  there  was  collected 
and  remitted  to  the  Treasurer  of  Maryland  office  fees  amounting  to 
$1,476.51. 

Below  is  a  detailed  statement  of  disbursements  for  the  fiscal  year 
ended  September  30,  1919: 

October  1,  1918,  to  September  30,  1919 

Salaries $80,123.76 

Rent 6,000.00 

Furniture  and  Fixtures 995.58 

Postage 716.00 

Printing  and  Stationery 4,991.09 

Books  and  Periodicals 457.86 

Traveling  3,197.59 

Court  Costs  26.15 

Engineers'  Apparatus 899.40 

Laboratory  Supplies 99.77 

Telephone  and  Telegraph 595.61 

Office  Supplies 675.83 

Special  Services 3,791.09 

Total  Expenses  for  Year $102,569.73 

The  appropriation  of  the  1918  Lfeg^slature  available  for  the  year 
was  $105,670.25,  and  therefore  $3,100.52  reverted  to  the  Treasury  of 
Maryland. 

Respectfully  submitted, 

James  F.  Dunn,  Jr., 

Auditor. 
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APPENDIX  I 

RECEIPTS  AND  DISBURSEMENTS  OF 

THE  COMMISSION 


FOR  THE  FISCAL  YEAR.  OCTOBER  1.   1918,  TO  SEPTEMBER 

30.  1919,  INCLUSIVE 


SALARIES  AND  EXPENSES 

SALARIES 

Jno.  Milton  Reif snider,  Chairman $1,000  00 

Jno.  Milton  Reif snider.  Commissioner 4,166  67 

Albert  G.  Towers,  Chairman 5,000  00 

James  C.  Legg,  Commissioner 5,000  00 

J.  Frank  Harper,  Commissioner 766  13 

Benjamin  T.  Fendall,  Secretary 3,000  00 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce,  General  Counsel 4,800  00 

Jos.  S.  Goldsmith,  Assistant  General  Counsel..  4,722  50 

Jas.  F.  Dunn,  Jr.,  Auditor 3,600  00 

Joseph  L.  Wickes,  Transportation  Expert 2,100  00 

Bruce  W.  Duer,  Transportation  Expert 1,360  71 

Charles  E.  King,  Chief  Stenographer 2,400  00 

Edward  S.  Brittain,  Stenographer 1,500  00 

Wm.  G.  Dawson,  Chief  Clerk 1,800  00 

G.  Archer  Hays,  Stenogrrapher 1,500  00 

Frank  F.  Kormann,  Stenographer 2,400  00 

Helen  J.  Lease,  Stenographer , 1,200  00 

Gertrude  C.  Cottman,  Stenographer 660  00 

Penelope  S.  Westcott,  Stenographer 396  78 

MoUye  Greenstein,  Stenographer 300  00 

Jas.  R.  Dunlop,  Stenographer 1,500  00 

Alice  L.  M.  Tubbs,  Stenographer 900  00 

Frank  Harper,  Rate  Clerk 2,500  00 

Maud  Stewart,  Stenographer 900  00 

Nellie  Ford,  Telephone  Operator 360  00 

Nan  Delany,  Telephone  Operator 270  97 

Mary  Lortz,  Telephone  Operator 60  00 

Chas.  E.  Phelps,  Chief  Engineer 1,200  00 

€has.  G.  Edwards,  Chief  Engineer 2,800  00 
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Chas.  G.  Edwards,  Assistant  Engineer $1,500  00 

Wm.  F.  Strouse,  Assistant  Engineer 2,100  00 

Luke  Ellis,  Assistant  Engineer 1,960  00 

J.  Garland  Turner,  Clerk — Engineering  Depart- 
ment    1,100  00 

Anna  C.  Ehrhardt,  Clerk — Engineering  Depart- 
ment    180  00 

Wm.  T.  Russell,  Superintendent  Inspector 2,040  00 

Jas.  W.  Ebaugh,  Meter  Inspector 1,140  00 

John  H.  Marley,  Meter  Inspector 1,000  00 

Stanley  H.  Hays,  Laboratory  Assistant 600  00 

H.  Clay  Ward,  Laboratory  Assistant 600  00 

Edna  Strouse,  Stenographer 1,200  00 

Benjamin  M.  Haughey,  Transportation  Inspec- 
tor   1,200  00 

Gilbert  Hagadone,  Transportation  Inspector . . .  1,200  00 

Henry  Hynson,  Transportation  Inspector 1,200  00 

Jos.  T.  Birckhead,  Transportation  Inspector 1,200  00 

Louis  Sellman,  Transportation  Inspector 1,200  00 

Thomas  Shaw,  File  Clerk 1,040  00 

Ross  S.  Hans,  Clerk 1,000  00 

Christian  Naumann,  Clerk 200  00 

Albert  L.  Deen,  Transportation  Inspector 300  00 


Total  Salaries  for  the  Year  Ended  September  30th,  1919     $80,123  7^ 


EXPENSES 

Rent    $6,000  00 

Furniture  and  Equipment. 995  58 

Postage    716  00 

Printing  and  Stationery 4,991  09 

Books  and  Periodicals 457  86 

Traveling    3,197  59 

Court   Costs 26  15 

Engineer's   Apparatus 899  40 

Laboratory   Supplies 99  77 

Telephone  and  Telegraph 595  61 

Incidentals : 

Towels    $114  00 

Water     41  90 

Ice     87  40 

Time  Clock 24  00 

Inspecting  Dictagraphs 8  40 

Advertising  61  60 
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Bzpressage  $12  24 

Signs  on  Doors 15  00 

Befinishing  Floors 69  20 

DueSy  National  Association  of  Rail- 
way  Commissioners 26  00 

Notary  Fees 2  70 

Witness  Fees 5  40 

Sabpcenas   4  95 

Sanitary  Drinking  Cups 27  00 

Directory 16  00 

Cabinet    16  00 

Paper   Punch 3  50 

Pencil    Sharpener ^ 24  00 

Numbering   Machine 14  00 

Repairs    141  31 

Sundry 12  23 

$675  88 


Special  Services: 

RoheH  B.  Peter,  Attorney— P.  S.  C.  of  Md. 
vs.  Kensington  Ry.  Co 25  00 

Oabome  I.  YeUott,  Attorney — County  Com- 
missioners of  Balto.  County  vs.  P.  S.  C. 
of  Md.  in  equity 100  00 

OBbome  I  .Yellott,  Attorney — Confederated 
Civic  Improvement  Association  vs.  P.  S.  C. 
of  Md.  in  equity 100  00 

Oahome  L  Yellott,  Attorney — Special  Coun- 
sel in  connection  with  application  of  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Co.  of  Bal- 
timore to  increase  fare.  Cases  Nos.  1568 
and  1583 1,000  00 

John  H.  Gregory,  Consulting  Engineer — 
Professional  services  in  connection  with 
the  valuation  of  the  physical  property  of 
The  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co., 
Westminster,  Md .*. .        500  00 

Nan  Delany,  Telephone  Operator — Services 
as  telephone  operator  from  February  25 
to  March  31,  1919 75  00 

Osborne  /.  Yellott,  Attorney — Special  Coun- 
sel in  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Co.  of 
Baltimore  for  increased  fare 1,500  00 

Expenses   91  09 
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ChcLs.  G,  Edwards,  Chief  Engineer — Ex- 
traordinary expenses  in  connection  with 
gas  survey  in  the  State  of  Maryland  co- 
operating vnth  experts  of  the  U.  S.  Bu- 
reau of  Standards,  Washington,  D.  C |400  00 


Total  Expenses  for  Year  Ended  September  30,  1919...    $22,445  9T 


Total  Salaries  and  Expenses  for  Year  Ended  September 
30,    1919 $;102,669  7a 

Appropriation  for  Year  Ended  September  30,  1919,  Acts 

1918,  Chap.  206 $106,670  26 

Salaries  and  Expenses  for  Year  Ended  September  30,  1919    102,569  73 


Unexpended  Balance  Returned  to  State  of  Maryland . . .      $3,100  52' 


RESIGNATIONS  AND  APPOINTMENTS 

Albert  G.  Towers,  Chairman,  resigned  August  1,  1919. 

J.  Frank  Harper,  Commissioner,  appointed  August  6,  1919. 

Joseph  S.  Goldsmith,  appointed  October  4, 1918. 

Joseph  L.  Wickes,  appointed  March  1,  1919. 

Bruce  W.  Duer,  died  February  15,  1919. 

Gertrude  C.  Cottman,  resigned  April  1,  1919. 

Penelope  S.  Westcott,  appointed  December  23,  1918;  resigned  June  1,. 
1919. 

Mollye  Greenstein,  appointed  June  1,  1919. 

Nellie  Ford,  resigned  April  1,  1919. 

Nan  Delany,  appointed  April  1,  1919;  resigned  August  17,  1919. 

Mary  Lortz,  appointed  September  1,  1919. 

Chas.  E.  Phelps,  died  December  23,  1918. 

Chas.  G.  Edwards,  appointed  March  1,  1919. 

Chas.  G.  Edwards,  resigned  March  1,  1919 

Wm.  F.  Strouse,  appointed  March  1,  1919. 

J.  Garland  Turner,  resigned  August  1,  1919. 

Anna  C.  Ehrhardt,  appointed  August  1,  1919. 

Stanley  H.  Hays,  resigned  April  1,  1919. 
•  H.  Clay  Ward,  appointed  April  1,  1919. 
I  Gilbert  Hagadone,  resigned  September  30,  1919. 

!  Ross  S.  Hans,  resigned  August  1,  1919. 

Christian  Naumann,  appointed  August  1,  1919. 
'  Albert  L.  Deen,  appointed  July  1,  1919. 
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RECEIPTS  FROM  OFFICE  FEES  TRANSMITTED  TO  THE 

TREASURER  OF  MARYLAND  FOR  THE  FISCAL  YEAR 

OCTOBER  1ST,  1918,  TO  SEPTEMBER  30TH,  1919. 

1918: 

November '. ?9  00 

December 499  40 

1919: 

January    63  60 

February    208  40 

March    64  80 

r-       April    43  10 

May  3  35 

June    15  20 

July  23  25 

Aufinist    141  80 

September    894  10 

Total  Office  Fees  for  Year  Ended  September  30th,  1919.  $1,466  00 

MISCELLANEOUS 
1918: 

Interest  on  Bank  Balance 10  51 

Total  Receipts  for  Year  Ended  September  30th,  1919.  $1,476  51 
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APPENDIX  II 

OPINIONS  AND  ORDERS  OF  THE 

COMMISSION 


ORDER  No,  4606 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Edison  Electric  Il- 
luminating Company  of  Cumberland 
for  Authority  to  Issue  1200,000.00  of 
Its  First  Mortgage  Five  Per  Cent. 
Bonds  and  $100,000.00  of  Its  Capital 
Stock. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1617. 


Whereas,  The  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Cimiber- 
land»  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for  an  order  author- 
izing the  issue  of  Two  Hundred  Thousand  Dollars  ($200,000)  of  addi- 
tional First  Mortgage  Five  Per  Cent.  Bonds,  and  One  Hundred  Thou- 
sand Dollars  ($100,000)  of  additional  capital  stock. 

And  Whereas,  After  consideration  of  the  application  and  the  exhib- 
its filed  therewith,  and  after  due  hearing  this  day  had  and  testimony 
at  such  hearing,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  and  finding  that  the 
use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  said  issue  of  $200,000  of  First 
Mortgage  Five  Per  Cent.  Bonds  and  $100,000  of  capital  stock  is  rea- 
sonably required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation  as  in  said  appli- 
cation set  forth,  to-wit:  the  acquisition  of  property  and  the  construc- 
tion, completion,  extension  and  improvement  of  its  plant  and  distribu- 
ting system  and  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations ; 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  7th  day  of  January,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

j9Dttlttttl>  That  the  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Cum- 
berland, Maryland,  be  and  it  is  hereby  authorized : 

(a)  To  issue  additional  First  Mortgage  Five  Per  Cent.  Bonds  in  the 
amount  of  Two  Hundred  Thousand  Dollars  ($200,000)  for  the  pur- 
poses aforesaid; 
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(b)  To  issue  One  Hundred  Thousand  Dollars  ($100,000)  of  addi- 
tional capital  stock  for  the  purposes  aforesaid; 

And  It  Is  Further  jSDt&ttXtlf  That  the  said  Edison  Electric  Illumi- 
nating Company  of  Cumberland,  Maryland,  shall  make  reports,  veri- 
fied by  affidavits,  to  this  Commission  as  follows : 

(a)  Upon  the  sale  for  cash  of  said  bonds  authorized  and  approved 
as  aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  sale  or  sales  and 
the  terms  and  conditions  thereof  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom; 

(b)  Upon  the  sale  or  issuance  for  cash  of  said  additional  capital 
stock  authorized  and  approved  as  aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  the 
fact  of  such  issuance  or  sale  or  sales,  and  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom; 

(c)  At  the  termination  of  every  period  of  six  (6)  months  from  the 
date  of  this  order,  the  disposition  and  use  of  the  proceeds  of  said  bonds 
and  stock. 


OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Baltimore  Transit 
Company  for  Permission  Under  Sec- 
tion 15  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less 
Than  Statutory  Notice  a  Schedule  of 
Rates  Changing  Its  Rate  of  Fare  from 
Five  Cents  to  Six  Cents. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket 

Case  No.  547. 


By  the  Commission. 


Filed  January  7th,  1919. 


The  complaint  in  this  case  involves  the  reasonableness  vel  rum  of  a 
recent  increase  of  the  fares  charged  by  the  Baltimore  Transit  Com- 
pany, from  five  to  six  cents. 

This  Company  was  organized  in  1915  for  the  purpose  of  operating 
a  motor  bus  line  or  lines  in  Baltimore  City,  and  up  to  the  present  time 
has  confined  its  sphere  of  operations  to  a  route  beginning  on  the  north 
of  the  intersection  of  Charles  Street  and  University  Parkway,  and 
running  thence  southerly  along  Charles  Street  a  distance  of  about 
three  miles  to  the  intersection  of  Charles  and  German  Streets. 

The  Company  is  owned  and  controlled  by  the  United  Railways  and 
Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  which  is  the  owner  of  practically  its 
entire  issue  of  common  stock,  amounting  to  $5,000,  par  value,  and 
holds  or  has  guaranteed  the  payment  of  its  outstanding  notes  given  to 
secure  equipment  or  pay  losses  in  operation,  said  notes  aggregating 
$230,000  on  September  20th,  1918. 
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The  Company  began  operations  with  twenty  motor  busses  July  25thy 
1915,  and  between  that  date  and  September  30th,  1915,  a  period  of 
about  two  months,  during  which  it  was  operating  new  equipment  re- 
quiring virtually  no  repairs  or  replacements,  earned  a  net  profit  of 
$191.20  over  and  above  interest,  but  without  any  deduction  for  depre- 
ciation, taxes,  or  return  upon  the  investment. 

During  the  year  beginning  October  1st,  1915,  and  ending  September 
dOth,  1916,  the  Company's  actual  operating  expenses,  exclusive  of  any 
allowance  for  deferred  maintenance  or  depreciation,  were  $8,912.23  in 
excess  of  its  income.  When  to  this  amount  was  added  the  sum  of 
$2,376.80  representing  interest,  taxes  and  license  charges,  the  deficit 
from  operation  during  the  year  was  found  to-  be  $11,289.03  over  and 
above  whatever  would  have  been  proper  charges  for  depreciation  and 
return  upon  the  investment. 

In  the  latter  part  of  the  ensuing  year  ended  September  30th,  1917, 
the  Company  was  obliged  to  scrap  its  entire  orig^inal  equipment  and 
purchase  twenty  new  busses  of  an  improved  type  with  greater  carry- 
ing capacity.  During  that  year  the  property  was  operated  at  a  total 
loss  of  $30,907.74,  including  a  charge  of  but  $1,087.50  on  account  of 
depreciation,  and  no  allowance  for  any  return  upon  the  investment. 

During  the  next  year  ended  September  30th,  1918,  with  new  and 
improved  equipment,  the  Company  operated  at  a  loss  of  but  $4,805.47 
after  charging  off'  $21,750  for  depreciation  on  its  equipment,  but 
making  no  allowance  for  return  upon  the  investment.  During  this 
year,  however,  the  Company  had  a  bad  accident  on  its  line  resulting 
in  the  destruction  of  one  of  its  busses  and  the  injury  of  a  number  of 
passengers  who  were  therein.  The  cost  of  adjusting  the  claims  for 
damages  arising  out  of  this  accident  to  date  has  been  $31,028.13. 

A  condensed  income  and  profit  and  loss  statement  for  the  Company's 
entire  period  of  operations,  July  25th,  1915,  to  September  30th,  1918, 
is  as  follows: 

Income $260,000.28 

Total  Operating  Expenses 281,572.28 

Operating  Deficit $21,572.00 

Total  Fixed  Charges 25,239.04 

Balance— Deficit  $46,811.04 

Total  Profit  and  Loss  Adjustments  (debit) . .       15,258.54 

Profit  and  Loss  .Deficit  Sept.  30,  1918 $62,069.58 

Extraordinary  Accident  Loss 31,028.13 

Total   Deficit $93,097.71 

If  we  were  to  assume  the  average  investment  of  the  Company  dur- 
ing the  above  period  of  operation,  three. and  one-sixth  years,  to  have 
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been  $100,000,  which  is  approximately  correct,  and  that  the  Company 
was  fairly  entitled  during  this  period  to  a  return  of  not  less  than  six 
per  cent,  upon  its  investment,  or  $19,000  in  the  aggregate,  without, 
interest,  it  will  be  seen  that  its  total  losses  from  operation  during  the 
above  period  would  have  been  approximately  $112,000,  or  $12,000  in 
excess  of  its  entire  average  investment. 

The  evidence  in  the  case  indicates  that  the  affairs  of  the  Company 
have  been  managed  as  economically  and  efficiently  as  the  peculiar 
nature  of  a  new  and  previously  untried  venture  of  the  kind  would 
admit.  There  has  never  been  any  serious  complaint  of  the  service  of 
the  Company  since  the  improved  vehicles  have  been  put  in  operation, 
the  rules  of  the  Commission  with  respect  to  the  overcrowding  of  the 
busses  having  been  carefully  observed  in  the  main.  The  service  is 
recognized  as  strictly  alternative  to  the  service  of  the  United  Rail- 
ways and  Electric  Company,  the  lines  of  which  in  part  parallel  only 
'  one  square  away,  and  in  other  part  traverse,  the  same  route  traversed 
by  the  vehicles  of  the  respondent  Company.  While  the  service  ren- 
dered by  the  Company  is  not  as  comfortable  as  service  upon  the  elec- 
tric railway  cars  under  normal  conditions,  it  is  nevertheless  a  great 
convenience  to  those  living  along  or  near  its  route,  and  particularly 
to  those  who  are  desirous  of  making  the  trip  up  or  down  town  in  the 
shortest  time  reasonably  possible. 

In  view  of  the  ownership  of  this  Company  by  the  United  Railways 
and  Electric  Company,  and  the  unity  of  management  which  exists  in 
practically  all  its  departments,  and  in  further  view  of  the  fact  that 
many  patrons  of  the  United  Company  are  now  using,  and  more  will 
eventually  use  the  tickets  or  pay-checks  issued  by  the  latter,  it  occurs 
to  the  Commission  that  public  convenience  would  be  greatly  promoted, 
and  the  patronage  of  the  Transit  Company  probably  increased  during 
non-rush  hours,  were  such  tickets  or  pay-checks  made  interchange- 
able on  the  two  lines.  No  order  will  be  passed  to  this  effect,  but  it  is 
hoped  that  the  companies  will  be  able  to  devise  a  plan  by  which  this 
can  conveniently  be  done. 

It  was  suggested  in  the  course  of  the  hearing  upon  this  complaint 
that  the  two  companies  be  required  to  give  transfers  interchangeably. 
This  would  simply  mean  a  considerable  reduction  in  the  receipts  of 
the  Transit  Company,  which,  as  we  have  seen,  are  already  insufficient 
to  meet  its  proper  corporate  requirements,  and  would  moreover  result 
in  giving  its  patrons  more  service  for  a  single  fare  than  they  are  now 
receiving. 

The  service  rendered  by  this  Company  is  of  a  special  and  peculiar 
nature,  especially  adapted  to  the  requirements  of  those  who  wish  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  same,  and  is  well  worth  the  six  cents  which  the 
Company  is  charging  therefor. 

For  these  reasons  an  order  will  be  passed  dismissing  the  complaint. 
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ORDER  No.  4607 


In  the  Matter  of 

Tke  Petition  of  the  Baltimore  Transit 
Company  for  Permission  Under  Sec- 
tion 15  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less 
Than  Statutory  Notice  a  Schedule  of 
Rates  Chan^ng  Its  Rate  of  Fare  from 
Five  Cents  to  Six  Cents. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  547. 


For  the  reasons  stated  in  the  aforegoing  opinion,  it  is,  this  7th  day  of 
January,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

JDt&tt(ll>.  That  the  complaint  filed  in  this  case  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  dismissed. 


OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  United  Railv^ays 
AND  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
for  Permission  to  Make  a  Uniform  In- 
crease of  One  Cent  in  Cash  Fares 
Heretofore  Charged. 

In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  The  Pubuc  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland 

The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore,  With  Respect 
to  the  Fairness  and  Reasonableness  of 
Its  Proposed  General  Increase  in  Its 
Passenger  Rates. 


^ 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1568. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1583. 


Appearances: 

Messrs.  Joseph  C.  France,  Edwin  G.  Baetjer  and  W.  H.  Malt- 
BiE,  representing  The  United  Railvrays  and  Electric  Company 
of  Baltimore; 
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Messrs.  Joseph  S.  Goldsmith,  Assistant  General  Counsel,  and 
Osborne  I.  Yellott,  Special  Counsel,  representing  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland. 

Peter  Peck,  Esq.,  counsel  for  certain  residents  of  North  Balti- 
more. 

J.  CooKMAN  Boyd,  Esq.,  counsel  for  patrons  of  the  Curtis  Bay 
Line. 

HeaHngs: 

November  18,  December  2,  3,  4,  5,  6,  9,  16  and  17. 

Arguments: 

December  17,  18  and  19. 

By  the  Commission.  Filed  January  7,  1919, 

On  July  19,  1918,  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of 
Baltimore  filed  a  petition  with  this  Commission  in  Case  No.  1568,  set- 
ting forth  at  lengrth  some  of  the  additional  expenses  to  which  it  had 
been  put  and  was  still  undergoing  by  reason  of  war  conditions,  and 
alleging  in  substance  that  it  was  no  longer  possible  to  render  adequate 
service  to  the  public  at  the  existing  rates  of  fare.  Upon  such  state- 
ment of  facts  the  Company  asked  "the  approval  of  the  Commission 
for  a  uniform  cash  fare  of  six  cents  in  lieu  of  all  cash  fares  now  col- 
lected except  in  the  case  of  children  between  the  ages  of  four  and 
twelve  years;  and  in  the  case  of  such  children  and  also  in  the  case  of 
all  riders  now  using  commutation  tickets  a  uniform  increase  of  one 
cent." 

Paragraph  III  of  said  petition  was  as  follows : 

"Your  petitioner  expressly  disclaims  any  intention  to  estab- 
lish by  this  proceeding  any  permanent  rate  of  fare.  It  asks 
for  relief  purely  as  a  war  emergency  and  during  the  period 
of  war  conditions.  The  sole  purpose  is  to  preserve  its  pre- 
war efficiency  and  to  prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  injury  to  its 
credit  and  to  its  organization  and  the  deterioration  of  its 
plant,  which  would  otherwise  result.  To  preserve  its  credit,  it 
must  maintain  its  former  margin  of  profit;  and,  without  such 
credit,  it  will  be  unable  to  obtain  the  money  over  and  above 
amounts  now  available,  for  capital  exi>enditures  which  it  will 
be  called  upon  to  make. 

"In  order  to  preserve  such  credit,  however,  it  will  not  be 
necessary,  and  it  is  not  intended  that  any  part  of  the  in- 
creased revenue  hereby  sought  should  increase  the  margin  of 
profit  which  the  Company  had  heretofore  earned.  An  exami- 
nation will  show  that,  notwithstanding  the  increased  charges 
which  began  soon  after  the  outbreak  of  the  European  War, 
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the  Company  was  able  to  set  aside  a  depreciation  reserve  of 
five  per  cent,  of  the  gross  revenue,  and  to  pay  a  sufficient 
return  to  security  holders  to  maintain  the  Company's  credit.' 
Since  the  entry  of  this  country  into  the  war,  the  situation  in 
this  respect  has  changed  greatly,  both  by  reason  of  the  en- 
hanced prices  for  and  the  difficulty  of  obtaining  materials 
because  of  Government  needs  and  priorities." 

At  the  conclusion  of  such  petition,  the  Company  agreed: 

"1.  That  the  new  rate  shall  from  time  to  time  and  at  all 
times  be  subject  to  readjustment  and  revision  by  the  Commis- 
sion on  its  own  initiative; 

**2.  That  the  resulting  increase  of  revenue  shall  be  applied 
only  to  meet  the  war-produced  increases  with  which  it  is  and 
may  be  confronted; 

"3.  That  the  surplus,  if  any  there  be,  shall  be  used  only  in 
accordance  with  the  directions  of  the  Commission  upon  appli- 
cation duly  made." 

Owing  to  the  pressure  of  other  matters  of  great  public  importance 
the  Commission  was  unable  to  promise  the  representatives  of  the  Com- 
pany an  immediate  hearing  upon  the  above  petition,  and  it  was  uncer- 
tain whether  the  case  could  be  heard  and  determined  before  the  end 
of  the  current  year. 

Consequently  the  Company  on  August  28,  1918,  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission its  revised  schedule  "P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8,"  effective  October  1, 
1918,  in  which  it  provided  for  a  flat  increase  of  one  cent  in  each  of  its 
existing  adult,  children  and  commutation  fares.  Subsequently*  the 
Company  filed  a  letter  giving  notice  of  an  increase  of  l^c  in  the  case 
of  employees'  tickets  sold  in  twenty-trip  books  to  the  Maryland  Steel 
Company,  thus  increasing  this  rate  from  3^c  to  4^c,  and  an  increase 
in  its  strip  tickets  sold  the  Central  Foundry  Company  in  lots  from 
4V^;C  to  5c  each.  In  filing  such  revised  schedule  the  Company  elimi- 
nated the  three-cent  transfer  previously  issued  to  patrons  of  its  Cur- 
tis Bay  line. 

In  the  letter  of  transmission  accompanying  the  above  schedule,  the 
Railways  Company,  through  its  president  and  attorneys,  said: 

"III.  As  stated  in  the  petition  recently  filed,  the  amount 
of  increased  revenue  which  will  result  from  the  proposed  in- 
creased fares  is  uncertain,  and  can  be  determined  only  by 
actual  trial;  and  the  Company  will  keep  the  Commission  ad- 
vised as  to  the  effect  of  the  increase  on  its  revenues. 

''IV.  The  Company  understands  that  this  Schedule  of 
Rates  is  subject  to  any  action  the  Commission  may  hereafter 
take  on  the  petition  heretofore  filed.'* 


\ 
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On  September  18,  1918,  the  Commission,  of  its  own  motion,  filed  a 
complaint  allegring  that  the  proposed  increases  in  fares  set  forth  in  the 
above  schedule  were  ''excessive,  unjust,  unfair  and  unreasonable,"  and 
ordered  that  the  matters  complained  of  be  satisfied  by  the  Company  or 
that  the  charges  in  said  complaint  be  answered  in  writing  within  tern 
days. 

On  September  24,  1918,  the  Company  filed  its  answer  setting  fortk 
certain  facts  upon  which  it  relied  to  show  that  the  proposed  increases 
in  its  fares  were  not  excessive,  unjust,  unfair  or  unreasonable,  and 
stating  that  it  did  not  know  and  could  not  tell,  otherwise  than  by 
actual  trial,  how  much  additional  revenue  would  be  derived  from  the 
fare  increase  of  one  cent  to  become  effective  October  1, 1918.  It  accord- 
ingly suggested  that  the  results  of  the  increase  after  October  1st  be 
checked  for  use  at  the  hearing  before  the  Commission  in  such  a  way 
as  the  Auditing  Department  of  the  Commission  under  the  direction  of 
the  Assistant  General  Counsel  might  advise. 

On  September  26,  1918,  the  Commission  passed  its  Order  No.  4491, 
setting  the  issues  raised  by  its  complaint  and  the  above  answer  for 
hearing  on  the  18th  day  of  November,  1918,  and  further  directing  that 
the  Company  keep  the  Commission  advised  of  the  result  of  the  in- 
creased fares  effective  October  1,  1918,  and  that  such  result  be  tabu- 
lated in  such  a  way  as  should  be  approved  by  the  Accounting  Depart- 
ment of  the  Commission  under  the  direction  of  the  Assistant  General 
Counsel.  * 

On  September  30,  1918,  counsel  for  some  fifty-one  residents  of  North 
Baltimore  who  had  filed  protests  against  the  Company's  application  in 
Case  No.  1568,  filed  a  further  protest  in  Case  No.  1583,  in  which  they 
asked  the  Commission  to  pass  an  order  notifying  the  Company  to  issue 
excess  fare  receipts  to  passengers  paying  the  increased  rates  to  the 
end  that  such  excess  fares  might  be  refunded  to  such  passengers  in 
the  event  that  the  same  might  be  declared  unlawful  by  the  Commis- 
sion or  by  the  Courts,  the  protest  alleging  further  that  the  action  of 
the  Company  in  increasing  its  fares  in  the  manner  above  recited  was 
unlawful.  This  protest  was  submitted  to  the  General  Counsel  of  the 
Conmiission  with  a  request  for  his  opinion  as  to  the  right  of  the  Com- 
mission to  require  such  excess  fare  receipts.  On  October  2,  1918,  the 
General  Counsel  filed  his  Opinion  No.  367,  in  which  he  concluded  that 
the  Commission  had  no  power  to  pass  such  an  order,  and  further  con- 
cluded that  Section  768  of  Article  4  of  the  Public  Local  Laws  of  Mary- 
land relating  to  Baltimore  City  providing  that  the  respondent  Rail- 
ways Company  should  charge  five  cents  and  no  more  for  each  passen- 
ger over  twelve  years  of  age,  and  three  cents  and  no  more  for  each 
child  between  the  ages  of  four  and  twelve  years,  respectively,  had  been 
repealed  by  Section  31^  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law. 

Numerous  other  protests  were  filed  in  Case  No.  1583  against  the 
Company's  proposed  increases  in  its  rates  of  fare. 

Among  these  protests  was  one  filed  November  18,  1918,  on  behalf  of 
the  Interocean  Oil  Company,  the  United  States  Asphalt  Refining  Com- 
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pany,  the  Union  Ship-Buildini:  Company,  the  Martin  Wagrner  Com- 
pany, Swift  &  Company,  the  Rasin  Monumental  Guano  Company,  the 
F.  S.  Royster  Guano  Company,  and  the  Standard  Acid  Works,  all 
large  employers  of  labor  with  plants  located  at  or  near  Fairfield  in 
what  is  sometimes  referred  to  as  the  Curtis  Bay  district,  said  district 
lieing  reached  by  the  Curtis  Bay  Line  of  the  Railways  Company.  In 
this  petition  the  above  parties  complained  both  of  the  increases  in 
fares  effective  October  1,  1918,  and  also  of  the  equipment  and  service 
of  the  Company  on  the  lines  leading  to  Fairfield.  This  complaint  was 
by  order  of  the  Commission  consolidated  with  the  main  complaint  of 
the  Commission  in  Case  No.  1583,  and  set  for  hearing  on  the  same 
date. 

At  the  preliminary  hearing  on  November  18th,  Special  Counsel  for 
the  Commission,  in  his  opening  statement,  made  the  point  that  Order 
No.  1010  entered  by  the  Commission  December  24,  1912,  in  Case  No. 
:96y  the  Complaint  of  the  Old  fYederick  Road  Improvement  Associa- 
tion,  et  al.,  vs.  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Balti- 
more', and  Order  No.  1430  of  October  20,  1913,  in  Case  No.  679,  the 
KJomplaint  of  Louis  Knieling,  et  al.,  vs.  the  same  Company,  in  so  far  as 
said  orders  fixed  tMe  rates  of  one  way  and  commutation  fares  to  be 
charged  by  the  Company  over  the  portions  of  its  lines  therein  referred 
to,  had  been  violated  by  the  Company's  action  in  putting  in  effect  its 
increased  fares  on  said  lines  pursuant  to  its  revised  schedule  No.  8, 
effective  October  1,  1918,  without  the  prior  consent  and  approval  of 
the  Conunission.  On  November  24,  1918,  the  Company  filed  its  peti- 
"tion  in  the  case  referring  to  the  above  contention  and  praying  the 
passage  of  an  order  suspending  such  prior  orders  pending  the  hearing 
in  this  case.  Inasmuch  as  the  Commission's  insistence  upon  the  ob- 
servance of  such  previous  orders  pending  the  hearing  in  this  case 
would  have  resulted  in  great  complication  in  the  charg^g  and  collec- 
tion of  fares  on  many  of  the  Company's  lines  to  the  general  detri- 
ment of  the  service,  and  would  have  resulted  in  many  instances  in 
unjust  and  unreasonable  preferences  and  discriminations,  the  Com- 
mission on  November  25,  1918,  passed  its  Order  No.  4547  suspending 
said  Orders  Nos.  1010  and  1430  to  the  extent  above  stated  pending 
the  filing  of  its  conclusions  in  Case  No.  1583.  Moreover,  the  Commis- 
sion's Order  No.  4491  of  September  26,  1918,  setting  the  Commission's 
complaint  for  hearing,  and  directing  the  Company  to  keep  the  Com- 
mission advised  as  to  the  result  of  the  increased  fares  to  become 
effective  October  1,  1918,  might  well  have  been  taken  as  an  implied 
suspension  of  such  earlier  orders  pending  the  Commission's  investiga- 
tion of  the  propriety  of  such  fare  increases,  the  Commission's  under- 
standing: at  the  time  of  passing  such  order  being  that  there  was  to  be 
a  uniform  increase  of  one  cent  over  all  the  lines  in  the  Company's 
system  as  set  forth  in  the  schedule  filed  Aug^ust  28,  1918,  to  become 
effective  October  1st. 

At  the  preliminary  hearing  on  November  18th,  Special  Counsel  for 
the  Commission  filed  as  exhibits  in  the  case  a  number  of  tabulations 
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of  fignires  showing  the  earnings  and  expenses  of  the  Company  in  the 
pasty  such  figures  having  been  taken  from  the  Company's  books,  and 
also  liled  a  written  analysis  of  these  exhibits,  ^which  he  read  as  an  open- 
ing statement.  Accompanying  this  statement  he  filed  a  chart  and 
tabulation  in  which  he  estimated  the  number  of  revenue  passengers  who 
might  reasonably  be  anticipated  to  be  transported  by  the  Company 
each  month  from  November  1,  1918,  to  October  31,  1919.  This  tabu- 
lation was  as  follows : : 

TABLE  X 

Estimate  of  Reventie  Passengers  November  1,  1918,  to 

October  31,  1919 

1918. 

November  19,250,000 

December    18,750,000  , 

Total,  bal.  1918 38,000,000 

1919. 

January    17,500,000 

February    16,500,000 

March    18.000,000 

April   18,000,000 

May 19,000,000 

June    19,500,000 

July   19,700,000 

August 19,500,000 

September    19,000,000 

October   19,500,000 

Total,  1919 186,200,000 

The  details  of  the  tabulation  become  of  peculiar  importance  for  the 
reason  that  the  estimates  therein  contained  were  subsequently  ac- 
cepted by  the  Company  as  the  basis  of  its  own  calculations  as  to  its 
probable  net  earnings  up  to  October  31,  1919. 

The  actual  number  of  revenue  passengers  actually  transported  by 
the  Company  during  the  month  of  November,  1918,  was  subsequently 
shown  to  have  been  18,642,833,  or  607,167  (3.15%)  less  than  the  num- 
ber estimated  by  Special  Counsel.  The  Commission  has  carefully  con- 
sidered these  estimates  in  the  light  of  the  past  experience  of  the  Com- 
pany and  of  the  various  facts  bearing  upon  the  probabilities  as  to  the 
future,  and  concludes  that  they  can  be  accepted  as  a  factor  in  the  ba^is 
of.  calculations  of  probable  future  net  earnings  without  prejudice  to 
the  interests  of  the  general  public. 
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FINANCIAL  HISTORY  OF  THE  RESPONDENT  COMPANY 

The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  was 
formed  by  articles  of  Ag^reemeht  of  Consolidation,  dated  March  4, 
1899,  which  resulted  in  a  combination  of  all  the  street  railway  lines 
in  Baltimore  and  Vicinity  into  a  single  system,  the  lines  so  consoli- 
dated being  as  follows : 

The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  City,  a 
consolidation  of  the  Baltimore  City  Passenger  Railway  Company  and 
the  Baltimore  and  Northern  Electric  Railway  Company;  The  Balti- 
more Consolidated  Railway  Company,  a  consolidation  of  the  Baltimore 
Traction  Company,  the  City  and  Suburban  Railway  Company  and  the 
Lake  Roland  Elevated  Railway  Company;  The  Central  Railway  Com- 
pany; The  Baltimore,  Gardenville  and  Bel  Air  Electric  Railway  Com- 
pany; The  Baltimore,  Catonsville  and  EUicott's  Mills  Passenger  Rail- 
road Company,  purchaser  under  mortgage  foreclosure  proceedings  of 
the  corporate  properties  of  the  Baltimore,  Catonsville  &  EUicott's 
Mills  Passenger  Railway  Company;  The  Maryland  Traction  Com- 
pany; The  Baltimore  &  Curtis  Bay  Railway  Company,  the  stock  of 
which  was  owned  by  the  Baltimore  Traction  Company;  The  Gwynn's 
Falls  Railway  Company;  The  Shore  Line  Electric  Railway  Company; 
The  Pimlico  and  Pikesville  Railway  Company,  and  The  Walbrook, 
Gw3mn  Oak  and  Powhatan  Railroad  Company,  the  stock  in  the  last 
three  companies  having  been  owned  at  the  time  of  the  consolidation 
by  the  Baltimore  Traction  Company. 

The  authorized  capitalization  of  the  new  consolidated  Company  at 
the  date  of  consolidation  of  March  4th,  1899,  was  as  follows : 

1st  Consol.  Mort.  4%  gold  bonds $38,000,000 

4%  Cumulative  pref.  stock 14,000,000 

Common   Stock 24,000,000 

Total $76,000,000 

At  the  time  of  the  consolidation  $18,000,000  of  the  1st  Consol.  4% 
bonds  were  sold  and  the  proceeds  used  as  part  pasrment  for  the  Balti- 
more City  Passenger  Railway  Company  and  the  Baltimore  Consoli- 
dated Railway  Company;  $15,366,000  were  reserved  to  retire  bonds  of 
the  constitvxent  companies,  and  the  remaining  $4,634,000  were  reserved 
or  sold  and  the  proceeds  used  for  betterments,  extensions,  expenses  of 
consolidation,  etc.  Not  all  of  the  bonds  reserved  for  funding  purposes 
were  issued,  but  $29,450,000  of  the  same  being  in  the  hands  of  the 
public  at  the  date  of  the  hearing  in  this  case,  and  the  remainder  of 
the  authorized  issue  either  being  in  the  hands  of  the  trustee  to  be  used 
for  the  refunding  of  some  $8,550,000  of  the  underlying  bonds  still  on 
the  properties  of  certain  of  the  constituent  companies,  or  in  the  treas- 
ury of  the  Company. 

Shortly  after  the  consolidation,  to  wit:    March  30,  1899,  the  Com- 
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pany  authorized  the  issue  of  $14,000,000  of  Income  Bonds  with  which 
to  retire  the  preferred  stock  originally  authorized.  At  the  date  of  the 
hearings  all  but  $23,000  of  such  preferred  stock  had  been  retired,  and 
$13,977,000  of  these  Income  Bonds  were  outstanding  in  the  hands  of 
the  public.  These  bonds  are  secured  by  a  mortgage  covering  all  the 
property  of  the  Company,  subject  to  its  1st  Consol.  4%  bonds. 

After  the  Baltimore  Fire  of  February,  1904,  it  was  found  desirable 
to  pass  the  interest  on  these  Income  Bonda  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
funds  for  track  reconstruction  and  repair,  improvements  to  iK>wer 
houses  and  for  the  general  improvement  and  betterment  of  the  Com- 
pany's property.  Accordingly  such  interest  was  passed  in  1904  and 
1905,  and  on  July  25,  1906,  the  Company  entered  into  an  agreement 
with  the  holders  of  such  Income  Bonds  under  which  the  latter,  to  the 
amount  of  $13,842,000,  agreed  to  accept  the  interest  due  them  from 
1904  to  1910  inclusive  in  the  shape  of  5%,  30  yr.  Income  Funding 
Bonds,  the  Company  agreeing  unconditionally  that  the  principal  and 
interest  on  these  latter  bonds  should  be  paid  out  of  income  ahead  of 
the  priorities  of  the  Income  Bond  holders.  Funding  Bonds  to  the 
amount  of  $3,920,000  were  issued  under  this  agreement  for  the  pur- 
poses aforesaid,  and  are  still  outstanding. 

Of  the  $24,000,000  of  Common  Stock  originally  authorized,  $20,461,- 
000  has  been  issued  up  to  this  date.  Prior  to  1912  no  dividends  were 
paid  upon  this  stock,  the  Company's  surplus  earnings  over  operating 
expenses  and  fixed  charg^es  being  put  back  into  the  property.  In  1912 
a  dividend  at  the  rate  of  3%  was  paid  upon  the  common  stock  out- 
standing. To  stockholders  of  record  April  11,  1913,  a  semi-annual 
dividend  of  $1.00  per  share  was  declared,  this  being  at  the  rate  of  4% 
per  annum.  Since  1913  dividends  at  the  latter  rate  have  been  paid 
regularly. 

The  Company's  financial  plan  of  1906  entered  into  after  the  Balti- 
more Fire  of  1904  necessitated  not  only  the  diversion  of  income  to 
improvements  and  betterments  through  the  Income  Funding  Bonds 
above  referred  to,  but  also  necessitated  securing  additional  capital  for 
new  property,  such  as  terminal  stations,  car-houses,  equipment,  exten- 
sions, excursion  resorts,  etc.  The  existing  property  was  already 
heavily  encumbered  by  the  outstanding  First  Consol.  Mortgage  4% 
Bonds,  and  the  underlying  bonds  of  certain  of  the  constituent  com- 
panies, the  income,  in  turn,  being  pledged  to  the  holders  of  the  Income 
Bonds  and  Income  Funding  Bonds  above  referred  to.  As  a  compre- 
hensive plan  of  refinancing  did  not  seem  feasible  at  that  time,  it  was 
necessary  to  seek  some  new  source  of  capital  for  the  acquisition  of 
new  property.  Accordingly  the  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Com- 
pany was  formed  on  August  6,  1906,  by  the  consolidation  of  the  Mary- 
land Electric  Railway  Company  and  the  Baltimore  and  Annapolis 
Short  Line,  the  latter  at  that  time  owning  and  operating  a  line,  since 
electrified,  between  Baltimore  and  Annapolis — a  distance  by  rail  of 
twenty-two  miles.  The  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Company,  on 
September  15,  1906,  executed  a  mortgage  to  secure  an  authorized  issue 
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of  $8,000,000  of  First  Mortgage,  5%,  25  year  Gold  Sinking  Fund 
Bonds,  the  same  being  a  first  lien  upon  the  properties  of  such  consoli- 
dated company.  Thereupon  the  United  Company  entered  into  a  con- 
tract with  the  Maryland  Company  under  which  the  latter  agreed  to 
famish  funds  for  the  purchase  and  construction  of  such  property  as 
the  United  Company  might  require,  the  property  so  acquired  to  be 
leased  to  the  United  Company  at  a  rental  of  6%  per  annum  on  the 
cost  of  the  same.  In  addition  the  United  Company  agreed  to  pay, 
after  March  30,  1910,  1^%  per  annum  as  a  sinking  fund,  and  also  to 
pay  to  a  special  sinking  fund  annually  7%%  of  the  cost  of  equipment 
piurchased  with  the  bond  proceeds  until  the  equivalent  of  the  full  pur- 
chase price  of  the  equipment  had  been  paid.  The  United  Company 
moreover  agreed  to  pay  all  the  cost  of  maintenance,  operation,  taxes, 
insurance,  etc.,  and  to  purchase  the  property  at  the  maturity  of  the. 
bonds,  or  upon  any  default  thereon,  at  a  sum  sufficient  to  retire  such 
bonds.  The  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Company  continued  to  oper- 
ate the  Annapolis  Short  Line.  At  the  date  of  the  hearings  in  this 
case,  there  were  $4,946,000  of  the  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Com- 
pany bonds  outstanding  in  the  hands  of  the  public  and  $702,000  of  the 
same  in  the  treasury  of  the  United  Company,  forming  a  part  of  its 
sinking  fund  securities. 

Prior  to  the  above  arrangement  with  the  Maryland  Electric  Rail- 
ways Company,  the  United  Company  had  leased  from  the  Baltimore, 
Sparrows  Point  and  Chesapeake  Railway  Company  all  the  properties 
of  such  company  and  had  guaranteed  the  principal  and  interest  of  the 
First  Mortgage,  50  year,  4%%  bonds  of  that  Company  amounting  to 
$2,000,000,  the  whole  amount  of  this  issue  being  outstanding  at  the 
date  of  the  hearings  in  this  case. 

In  addition  to  the  above  obligations  there  were  outstanding  in  the 
hands  of  t](e  public  at  the  date  of  the  hearings  in  this  case,  the  follow- 
ing securities  of  the  Company : 

Five  Year,  5%  gold  notes $1,222,000 

"      Convertible  5%  gold  notes 1,528,000 

«         "               "            6%     "        "     3,000,000 

Bills  payable 800,000 

Total $6,550,000 

These  notes  were  all  issued  with  the  consent  and  approval  of  this 
Commission,  and  the  proceeds  used  for  the  refunding  of  outstanding 
obligations,  the  acquisition  of  property  or  for  other  proper  corporate 
purposes  of  the  Company,  as  provided  by  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion Law. 

After  deducting  from  the  grand  total  of  the  above  outstanding  inter- 
est-bearing indebtedness  the  $3,710,000  of  treasury  and  sinking-fund 
securildes  in  the  hands  of  the  Company,  it  was  found  that  the  net  out- 
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standing  interest-bearing  indebtedness  of  the  Company  at  the  dates  of 
the  hearings  in  this  case  was  $65,683,000,  the  outstanding  common 
stock  being,  as  above  stated,  $20,461,200  and  of  the  preferred  stock, 
$23,000,  a  grand  total  of  $86,167,200  for  the  whole. 

FAIR  VALUE  OF  THE  PROPERTY  NOT  AN  ISSUE 

Section  30  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  relating  to  valua- 
tions of  property  provides : 

''Every  such  valuation  shall  be  so  made  and  ascertained  by 
the  Commission  that  as  far  as  possible  it  shall  not  disturb  the 
value  of  bonds  of  any  of  said  corporations  issued  prior  to  the 
passage  of  this  Act." 

In  the  opinion  of  this  Commission  in  the  Matter  of  the  Complaint 
of  Davis  Bachrach  and  others  vs.  The  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light 
and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore,  decided  January  13,  1913,  P.  S.  C. 
Md.  Vol.  4,  p.  39  at  53-5,  the  Commission  concurred  in  the  opinion  of 
its  General  Counsel,  to  the  effect  that  this  was  a  positive  direction, 
binding  upon  the  Commission,  and  based  its  order  establishing  rates 
upon  the  assumption  that  the  outstanding  bonded  indebtedness  of  the 
Company  at  the  time  of  the  creation  of  the  Commission  in  1910  estab- 
lished the  minimum  fair  value  of  the  property  for  rate-making  pur- 
poses as  of  that  date.  To  this  sum  was  added  the  amount  of  the  bonds 
issued  since  the  Commission  was  established  and  under  its  authority, 
these  bonds  representing  actual  expenditures  for  extensions  and  im- 
provements, and  thereby  representing  actual  capital  investments  which 
the  Commission  in  that  case  held  unassailable. 

I 

The  Commission,  as  at  present  constituted,  expresses  no  opinion  as 
to  the  legal  effect  of  the  above  provision  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion Law,  and  is  not  to  be  understood  as  conceding  that  in  a  case 
where  the  bonded  indebtedness  of  a  public  utility  is  in  excess  of  the 
fair  value  of  its  property,  the  former  shall  be  accepted  as  the  mini- 
mum fair  value  of  the  property  for  rate-making  purposes.  Neverthe- 
less this  Commission  fully  recognizes  the  justice  of  the  legislative 
intent  that  the  actual  value  of  the  securities  of  a  public  utility  out- 
standing in  the  hands  of  the  public  at  the  time  of  a  rate-making  in- 
quiry should  not  be  unduly  prejudiced  by  any  action  of  the  Commission 
in  the  premises,  whether  such  action  be  by  way  of  arriving  at  the  fair 
value  of  the  property  for  rate-making  purposes,  or,  more  directly,  by 
the  actual  fixing  of  rates  for  service. 

This  Commission's  physical  valuation  of  the  property  of  the  Rail- 
ways Company  has  never  been  fully  completed,  and  even  if  completed, 
would  be  of  little  or  no  worth  for  rate-making  purposes  at  the  present 
time  of  abnormal  property  values  and  abnormal  operating  conditions. 

As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  whole  question  of  fair  value  of  the  Rail- 
ways Company's  property  is  of  little  or  no  relevancy  in  the  present 
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case,  for  the  reason  that  the  issues  have  been  narrowed  down  by  the 
Company's  petition  above  referred  to,  by  a^eement  of  counsel,  and  by 
understanding  between  the  Company  and  the  Commission,  that  the 
sole  issue  involved  is  whether  or  not  the  increase  of  one  cent  in  the 
Company's  fares  is  reasonably  required  to  enable  the  Company  to 
render  adequate  service  to  the  public,  and  yield  to  the  owners  of  the 
property  a  return  approximately  equivalent  to  the  return  received 
under  normal  pre-war  conditions. 

QUESTIONS  OF  PUBLIC  POLICY  INVOLVED 

The  above  issue,  and  the  acceptance  of  the  same  by  this  Commission 
as  the  real  issue  in  the  present  case,  involves  gx&ye  and  important 
questions  of  public  policy. 

» 

(A)    THE  RIGHTS  OF  THE  SECURITY  HOLDERS 

« 

It  has  been  seen  in  the  preceding  statement  of  facts  that  the  re- 
spondent Company  has  almost  an  absolute  monopoly  of  the  street  rail- 
way business  in  the  City  of  Baltimore  and  its  immediate  vicinity;  that 
the  Company  is  the  outgrowth  of  the  consolidation  of  a  large  number 
of  previously  more  or  less  independent  street  railway  companies  which 
formerly  served  this  community,  and  the  leasing  of  the  properties  of 
the  other  companies,  otherwise  independent  of  the  respondent  Com- 
pany; that  the  proi>erties  of  said  constituent  companies  were  taken 
over  by  the  consolidated  company  at  valuations  arrived  at  by  agree- 
ments of  the  parties  consummated  long  before  the  creation  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  this  State,  and  that  the  securities  issued 
in  exchange  for  such  properties  at  valuations  agreed  upon  nearly 
twenty  years  ago  are  outstanding  in  the  aggregate  of  many  millions  of 
dollars  in  the  hands  of  the  public,  who  have  invested  therein  upon  the 
faith  both  of  the  property  believed  to  be  behind  such  securities  and  of 
the  earning  power  of  the  combined  railways  system  as  va  whole.  Under 
such  circumstances  it  would  require  no  act  of  assembly  to  lead  this 
Commission  to  the  conclusion  that  the  property  rights  of  the  holders 
of  such  securities  should  not  lightly  be  impaired  by  any  action  of  this 
Commission. 

(B)    IMPORTANCE  OF  THE  RAILWAYS  SYSTEM  TO  THE 

GENERAL  PUBLIC 

In  the  course  of  a  relatively  few  years  the  street  railway  has  become 
one  of  the  most  important  adjuncts  to  life  in  all  thickly  populated 
communities.  With  water,  gas  and  electricity,  it  has  become  one  of 
the  prime  necessities  of  life.  Without  it,  business  would  come  almost 
to  a  standstill,  and  social  life  in  our  cities  and  suburban  communities 
would  be  most  radically  changed.     So  dependent  have  the  people  of 


50  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

our  cities  become  upon  the  street  railway,  that  an  interruption  of  only 
an  hour  or  so  in  the  service  is  almost  instantly  felt  throughout  the 
length  and  breadth  of  the  community,  and  continuous  bad  or  inade- 
quate service  is  a  thing  which  no  community  will  long  tolerate  if  re- 
dress of  any  kind  can  be  found. 

(C)    OBLIGATIONS  OF  THE  COMMISSION  TO  THE  PUBLIC 

From  the  above  reasons  it  follows  that  the  prime  obligation  which 
any  state  regulatory  body,  such  as  a  public  service  commission,  owes  ' 
to  the  public  in  connection  with  the  property  and  affairs  of  a  street 
railway  corporation  is,  first,  to  see  that  the  property  of  such  corpora- 
tion is  at  all  times  so  constructed,  equipped  and  maintained  as  to 
enable  those  in  charge  of  the  same  to  render  at  all  times  adequate 
service  to  the  public,  and,  second,  to  see  that  such  character  of  service 
is  at  all  times  rendered. 

The  former  proposition  requires  that  the  Company  shall  at  all  times 
be  kept  in  such  a  condition,  financially,  that  it  can  command  invest- 
ments in  its  property  by  the  investing  public,  in  order  that  necessary 
extensions  to  meet  the  demands  of  a  rapidly  growing  community  may 
be  made  promptly  when  and  as  required,  and  that  its  road-bed,  power 
houses  and  equipment  may  always  be  of  a  type  and  capacity  to  render 
adequate  service  economically  and  efficiently.  There  is  no  statutory 
law  which  can  be  resorted  to  in  order  to  compel  the  investing  public  to 
invest  its  money  in  a  public  utility  rather  than  in  any  other  class  of 
enterprise,  and  the  only  laws  which  can  be  appealed  to  are  the  natural 
laws  of  trade  and  commerce  which  lead  men  to  invest  their  money 
where  it  may  reasonably  be  expected  to  yield  them  a  fair  return  for 
its  use,  and  forbid  the  investment  of  money  where  there  is  no  reason- 
able hope  or  expectation  of  such  a  return. 

The  oblig^ation  of  a  state  regulatory  body  to  see  that  those  in  charge 
of  the  affairs  of  a  public  utility  render  at  all  times  adequate  service  to 
the  public  demands  primarily  that  the  company  be  permitted  to  charge 
such  rates  for  its  service  as  will  enable  it  to  pay  its  operating  ex- 
penses, including  the  maintenance  of  its  property,  its  fixed  charges, 
and  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  investment.  For 
if  less  than  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  investment  is  paid  the  own- 
ers of  the  property,  they  could  not  well  be  expected  to  continue  the  use 
of  their  money  in  the  service  of  the  public.  Where  it  is  questionable 
whether  or  not  there  is  any  equity  in  the  investment  over  and  above 
the  bonded  indebtedness,  the  return  should  still  be  sufficient  not  only 
to  meet  the  fixed  charges  themselves,  but  should  be  sufficiently  in 
excess  thereof  to  serve  as  a  reasonable  guarantee  to  the  investing 
public  that  the  company  will  at  all  times  be  in  a  position  to  meet  such 
fixed  charges  promptly  when  and  as  due.  Otherwise  a  relatively  short 
season  of  poor  business  or  abnormally  heavy  expenditures  would  result 
in  default  in  the  payment  of  interest  upon  the  bonded  indebtedness. 
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and  the  instant  destruction  of  the  credit  of  the  company  with  the 
probability  of  an  early  dissolution  of  the  company  itself. 

Consequently  it  follows  that  a  state  regulatory  body  could  do  no 
greater  harm  to  a  community  so  entirely  dependent  upon  the  service 
of  a  street  railway  company  as  the  public  of  Baltimore  is  dependent 
upon  the  service  of  the  respondent  Company  than  to  refuse  to  permit 
it  to  change  such  rates  for  its  service  as  will  enable  it  at  all  times 
both  to  command  the  investment  of  money  necessary  for  the  making 
of  required  extensions  and  continued  maintenance  of  its  property  in 
efficient  condition,  and  also  to  render  such  character  of  'service  as  the 
needs  of  the  coihmunity  reasonably  require.  So  to  refuse  would  not 
only  be  to  render  it  physically  impossible  for  the  company  to  render 
adequate  service,  but  would  also  be  to  drive  the  company  itself  into  a 
position  of  pecuniary  decrepitude  which  would  in  the  end  result  in 
bankruptcy  and  dissolution,  after  a  long  drawnout  period  of  such 
inadequate  service,  during  which  the  property  and  equipment  would 
fall  into  a  condition  of  disrepair  which  could  only  be  corrected  after 
the  lapse  of  many  years  and  the  expenditure  of  many  millions  of 
dollars. 

(D)    PRIMARY  OBLIGATION  OF  THE  COMPANY  TO  THE 

PUBLIC 

But  neither  the  rights  of  the  holders  of  the  securities  of  a  public 
utility,  nor  the  fear  of  driving  such  utility  into  bankruptcy  through 
the  withholding  of  funds  deemed  necessary  for  its  preservation,  should 
ever  be  permitted  by  a  public  service  commission  to  cause  it  to  lose 
sight  of  the  primary  obligation  of  the  utility  to  render  adequate  serv- 
ice to  the  public.  This  is  an  obligation  which  the  utility  assumes 
when  it  undertakes  to  serve  the  public  of  a  given  community,  and 
becomes  the  more  absolutely  binding  both  in  law  and  in  morals,  when 
it  pre-empts  the  entire  field  of  service,  and  enjoys  such  an  absolute 
monopoly  in  its  chosen  field  as  is  the  monopoly  enjoyed  by  the  respond- 
ent Company  in  Baltimore  and  its  immediate  vicinity. 

(E)    THE  POLICY  OF  THIS  COMMISSION 

In  conformity  with  these  principles  it  has  always  been  the  policy  of 
this  Commission  in  its  regrulation  of  the  affairs  of  public  utilities  made 
subject  to  its  jurisdiction  to  allow  such  reasonable  rates  for  their 
services,  and  to  insist  that  in  return  for  such  reasonable  rates  the 
utilities  shall  render  adequate  service  to  the  public  dependent  upon 
them  for  such  service.  And  if,  under  such  circumstances,  a  public 
utility  cannot  succeed  in  its  chosen  field,  then  it  will  be  far  better  in 
the  end  both  for  its  security  holders  and  the  general  public  for  it  to 
be  forced  out  of  such  field  and  required  to  give  way  to  others  who  will 
be  only  too  glad  to  enter  the  field  and  undertake  to  render  adequate 
service  once  the  original  utility  is  out  of  the  way. 
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STATUTORY  LAW  INVOLVED 

Section  11  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  of  this  State  pro- 
vides as  follows: 

''Every  order  of  the  Commission  shall  take  effect  at  a  time 
there  specified  and  shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  therein, 
designated  unless  earlier  modified  or  abrogated  by  the  Com- 
mission, or  unless  such  order  be  unauthorized  by  this  Act,  or 
be  in  violation  of  a  provision  of  the  Constitution  of  the  State 
or  of  the  United  States." 

Section  13  provides  in  part  as  follows : 

"All  charges  made  or  demanded  by  any  such  common  carrier 
for  the  transportation  of  passengers  *  *  shall  be  just 
and  reasonable,  and  not  more  than  allowed  by  law,  or  by  order 
of  the  Commission,  conformably  with  the  law." 

Section  23  provides  in  part  as  follows : 

"Whenever  the  Commission  shall  be  of  the  opinion,  after  a 
hearing,  upon  its  own  motion,  or  upon  a  complaint  made  as 
provided  in  this  Act,  that  the  rates,  tolls,  fares  or  charges 
*  *  by  any  common  carrier  *  *  are  unjust,  unreason- 
able *  *  the  Commission  shall  determine  the  just  and  rear- 
sonable  rates,  toU»,  fares  and  charges  to  be  thereafter  ob- 
served and  in  force  as  the  maximum  to  be  charged  for  the 
service  to  be  performed,  and  shall  fix  the  same  by  order." 

Section  31%  provides  in  part  as  follows: 

"All  acts  or  parts  of  acts  heretofore  passed  and  now  exist- 
isting,  prescribing  or  limiting  the  price  at  which  any  *  *  * 
corporation  subject  to  this  Act  may  furnish,  sell  or  dispose  of 
its  *  *  *  produce  or  utility  are  hereby  repealed,  it  being 
the  intent  of  this  Act  that  the  powers  of  the  Commission 
herein  created  to  ascertain  the  price  of  such  *  *  product 
or  utility  as  provided  for  herein,  shall  supersede  all  sv/ih  Acts 
or  parts  of  Acts  aforesaid" 

Section  796  of  the  Baltimore  City  Charter  provides  in  substance 
that  the  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  shall 
charge  five  cents  and  no  more  as  a  fare  for  the  conveyance  of  each 
passenger  over  twelve  years  of  age,  and  three  cents  and  no  more  for 
each  child  between  the  ages  of  four  and  twelve  years,  from  any  point 
on  any  of  its  lines  to  any  other  point  on  such  lines  within  the  city  of 
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Baltimore,  with  free  transfers  at  all  points  of  intersection  with  other 
lines  not  forming  a  route  which  would  permit  a  passenger  to  return 
in  the  same  general  direction. 

Section  2  of  Chapter  82  of  the  Acts  of  1918  provides  in  substance 
that  all  the  provisions  of  the  Baltimore  City  Charter  shall  be  appli- 
cable to  such  portions  of  Baltimore  County  and  Anne  Arundel  County 
as  were  annexed  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  City  under  that  Act. 

The  above  several  provisions  of  the  law  gave  rise  to  a  variety  of 
contentions  during  the  course  of  the  argument,  all  of  which  conten- 
tions will  be  hereinafter  considered. 


THE  COMPANY'S  NEED  FOR  INCREASED  REVENUES 

That  the  Company  is  reasonably  entitled  under  conditions  at  present 
existing  to  an  increase  of  one  cent  in  each  of  the  fares  specified  in  its 
schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8,  there  would  seem  to  be  little  or  no  question. 

The  exhibits-  show  that  during  the  years  1912  to  1917  inclusive,  the 
average  of  which  may  fairly  be  taken  as  representing  normal  condi- 
tions, the  Company  earned  over  and  above  its  operating  expenses, 
taxes  and  maintenance  expenses,  including  in  the  later  years  an 
annual  appropriation  to  its  depreciation  reserve  account  of  five  per 
cent,  of  the  gross  revenue,  an  average  of  $3,659,609  available  for  the 
payment  of  fixed  charges  and  dividends,  any  resulting  balance  going 
into  the  corporate  surplus  account.  During  the  above  six  years  such 
average  net  earnings  amounted  to  6.337%  of  the  average  funded  debt 
of  the  Company,  the  yearly  ratios  ranging  from  6.134%  in  1917,  as  the 
lowest,  to  6.731%  in  1916,  as  the  highest.  During  the  above  period 
the  average  fixed  charges  of  the  Company  amounted  to  $2,810,807, 
thus  leaving  an  average  balance  of  $848,802  available  for  dividends 
and  surplus.  It  will  be  noted  that  the  above  net  earnings  amounted 
to  approximately  one  and  one-third  times  the  amount  of  the  Com- 
pan3r's  fixed  charges,  a  ratio  by  no  means  excessive  in  view  of  the 
desirability  of  upholding  the  credit  of  the  Company,  and  in  fact  con*- 
siderably  less  than  that  frequently  demanded  by  reasonably  conserva- 
tive investors. 

Assuming  the  above  fairly  to  represent  operating  results,  under 
normal  pre-war  conditions,  the  Company  contented  itself  at  the  hear- 
ings with  merely  pointing  out  the  effects  which  war  increases  in  wages 
alone  would  have  upon  its  net  earnings  in  the  future,  taking  no  ac- 
count of  any  possible  increases  in  the  costs  of  materials  and  supplies 
over  and  above  the  actual  costs  of  such  during  the  twelve  months 
ended  September  30,  1918,  in  one  instance,  and  October  31,  1918,  in 
another. 

Two  exhibits  were  filed  upon  this  theory.  In  the  first  the  Company 
took  the  actual  operating  income  for  the  year  ended  September  30, 
1918,  on  the  basis  of  the  existing  five  cent  fare,  to  wit:  $11,361,019, 
and  deducted  therefrom  the  total  of  its  actual  maintenance  and  oper- 
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ating  expenses  during  the  year,  $6,201,242,  plus  a  correction  for  in- 
creased wages  alone,  not  reflected  in  operating  results  during  that 
year,  $1,479,000,  leaving  a  balance  of  $3,670,277.  From  this  sum  was 
deducted  $1,198,790  paid  for  taxes  during  that  year  and  $667,552  for 
depreciation,  leaving  a  balance  of  $1,903,935,  to  which  was  added  non- 
operating  income  amounting  to  $100,101,  jdelding  a  total  balance  avail- 
able for  fixed  charges  and  dividends  of  $2,004,036.  Inasmuch  as  the 
fixed  charges  alone  had  amounted  during  the  year  to  $3,047,151,  thi& 
exhibit  showed  a  deficit  in  interest  of  $1,043,115,  meaning  that  upon 
the  theory  of  this  exhibit  the  Company  would  have  had  to  exhaust  its 
entire  accumulated  surplus  and  borrow  funds  in  addition  with  which 
to  pay  its  fixed  charges  in  full  had  it  been  obliged  to  pay  throughout 
the  year  the  labor  prices  which  were  current  at  the  end  of  that  year. 
For  further  illustration  the  Company  in  this  exhibit  added  to  the 
above  deficit  of  $1,043,115  the  sum  of  $905,611,  representing  the  aver- 
age annual  surplus  earnings  over  fixed  charges  during  the  four  years 
ended  December  31,  1917,  thus  showing  a  total  deficit  in  such  earn- 
ings of  $1,940,726  as  compared  with  the  preceding  four  years.  The 
theory  of  this  exhibit  was  that  the  Company  could  not  reasonably 
expect  its  gross  revenues  during  the  year  ending  September  30,  1919, 
to  be  greater  than  during  the  year  ended  September  30,  1918,  without 
a  fare  increase,  and  that  the  prices  current  for  labor  September  30, 
1918,  would  remain  practically  constant  during  the  ensuing  twelve 
months. 

In  the  second  exhibit  of  this  series,  the  Company  undertook  to  prog- 
nosticate for  the  year  ending  October  31,  1919,  upon  the  basis  of  the 
estimates  of  the  Commission's  Special  Counsel  of  the  number  of  reve- 
nue passengers  to  be  carried  during  those  twelve  months  as  contained 
in  the  table  set  forth  earlier  in  this  opinion. 

Upon  this  basis,  and  assuming  that  no  increase  in  fares  would  be 
permitted,  it  was  shown  that  the  total  passenger  revenue  would 
amount  to  $10,929,750.  To  this  sum  was  added  "other  transportation 
^revenue"  and  "other  railway  revenue"  as  actually  received  during  the 
twelve  months  ended  October  31,  1918,  amounting  to  $303,847,  there 
being  no  reason  to  assume  that  these  items  would  be  materially  differ- 
ent during  the  next  twelve  months.  From  the  sum  of  the  above  items, 
to  wit:  $11,233,597,  there  was  deducted  actual  operating  expenses  for 
the  twelve  months  ended  October  31,  1918,  $6,347,514,  plus  a  correc- 
tion for  increased  wages  not  yet  reflected  in  the  above  figures,  $1,326,- 
000,  a  total  of  $7,673,514,  leaving  a  balance  of  $3,560,083.  From  this 
balance  was  deducted  the  taxes  actually  charged  against  earnings 
during  the  twelve  months  ended  October  31,  1918,  $1,213,413,  and  de- 
preciation, 5%  of  grross  operating  expenses  or  $561,679,  leaving  a  bal- 
ance of  $1,784,991  to  which  was  added  non-operating  income  amount- 
ing to  $89,658,  being  the  amount  actually  received  during  those  twelve 
months,  these  computations  yielding  a  total  of  $1,874,649,  out  of  which 
to  meet  the  fixed  charges  and  dividends.     The  fixed  charges  for  the 
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ensuing  year  were  computed  upon  the  basis  of  twelve  times  the  fixed 
charges  for  October,  1918,  and  amounted  to  $3,188,904,  thus  leaving  a 
deficit  in  interest  of  $1,314,255.  To  this  sum  was  added  $905,611  rep- 
resenting the  average  annual  surplus  for  the  four  years  ended  Decem- 
ber 31,  1917,  resulting  in  a  total  deficit  in  net  earnings  of  $2,219,866 
as  compared  with  such  previous  years. 

If  the  actual  net  earnings  during  the  preceding  four  years  had  been 
disregarded  over  and  above  the  amount  of  $818,448  representing  the 
pre-war  annual  dividends  upon  the  common  stock,  the  deficit  would 
still  have  been  $2,132,703.  Or  if  the  average  net  earnings  over  fixed 
charges  for  the  six  years  ended  December  31,  1917,  had  been  used 
instead  of  the  average  for  four  years  only,  the  deficit  would  have 
been  $2,163,057. 

The  above  exhibits  were  designed  primarily  to  demonstrate  beyond 
any  question  that  the  Company  was  badly  in  need  of  increased  rev- 
enues. At  the  same  time  they  demonstrated  quite  convincingly  that 
the  amount  of  increased  revenues  required  if  the  Company  were  to  be 
kept  in  the  future  upon  substantially  its  pre-war  basis  as  to  earnings 
was  approximately  the  amount  which  might  reasonably  be  expected 
to  be  yielded  by  the  one  cent  increase  in  the  Company's  fares  as  set 
forth  in  its  revised  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8. 

Upon  the  estimated  basis  of  224.200,000  revenue  passengers  during 
the  year  ending  October  31,  1919,  as  originally  made  by  the*  Com- 
mission's Special  Counsel,  and  accepted  by  the  Company  for  purposes 
of  illustration,  the  increased  revenues  from  the  additional  one  cent 
fare  would  amount  to  $2,242,000,  or  but  a  few  thousand  dollars  more 
than  sufficient  to  pay  the  Company's  operating  and  maintenance  ex- 
penses, taxes,  fixed  charges  and  the  average  annual  surplus  earned 
during  the  four  years  prior  to  December  31,  1917. 

Both  at  the  hearings  and  in  the  arguments  made  at  the  conclusion 
thereof,  counsel  for  the  Company  contended  that  the  estimates  for 
the  Conmiission's  Special  Counsel  as  to  the  number  of  passengers 
likely  to  be  carried  during  the  coming  year  were  excessive,  both  in 
that  they  failed  to  take  sufficiently  into  account  the  tendency  of  the 
increased  fare  to  diminish  traffic  and  in  that  they  failed  to  take  suffi- 
ciently into  account  the  falling  off  in  traffic  which  would  result  by 
the  closing  down  of  the  munition  plants  and  other  war  industries  which 
-would  cease  with  the  coming  of  peace.  Their  estimate  of  the  effect 
of  this  alleged  excess  in  estimate  was  $300,000.  They  also  contended 
that  the  cost  of  additional  service  which  the  Company  would  be 
required  to  give  during  the  ensuing  year  would  be  not  less  than 
$400,000  more,  and  that  it  was  questionable  under  all  the  circum- 
stances whether  the  Company  would  be  able,  even  with  the  increased 
fares,  to  earn  more  during  the  ensuing  twelve  months  than  an  amount 
sufficient  to  pay  all  its  expenses  of  operation  and  maintenance  and 
meet  its  fixed  charges. 

Granting  that  there  may  be  merit  in  the  above  contentions,  it  is 
also  at  least  equally  probable  that  there  may  be,  during  the  ensuing 
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twelve  months,  a  substantial  falling  off  in  the  cost  of  labor  and  ma- 
terials in  comparison  with  the  peak  prices  which  were  made  the  basis 
of  the  above  estimates. 

The  relative  or  net  effects  of  the  various  counteracting  tendencies 
resulting  both  from  the  increases  in  the  Company's  rates  of  fares  and 
from  the  cessation  of  hostilities,  it  is  impossible  for  this  Commission 
to  forecast  at  this  time  with  any  reasonable  degree  of  assurance. 
Time  and  experience  alone  will  demonstrate  the  correctness  or  incor- 
rectness of  the  various  assumptions  made  in  the  exhibits  referred  to, 
and  in  the  arguments  of  counsel. 

Meanwhile  the  Commission  is  satisfied  from  the  evidence  before  it, 
only  a  very  small  portion  of  which  has  been  referred  to  in  this  opinion, 
that  if  the  respondent  Company  is  to  be  put  in  a  position  to  render 
adequate  service  to  the  people  of  this  community,  it  must  have  a  sub- 
stantial increase  in  its  revenues,  and  that  the  amount  of  such  increase 
required  in  the  immediate  future  is  approximately  the  amount  which 
may  reasonably  be  anticipated  to  be  yielded  by  the  increase  of  one  cent 
in  practically  all  the  Company's  fares. 

Ever  since  it  developed  early  in  the  course  of  the  hearings  that 
there  was  such  a  need  for  increased  revenues,  the  Commission  has 
given  much  thought  to  the  possibility  of  requiring  the  Company  to 
adopt  a  form  of  ticket  or  check  to  be  sold  in  small  quantities  at  a 
reduced  rate.  The  following  tabl^  shows  the  extent  to  which  a  variety 
of  such  reduction  would  have  upon  the  Company's  gross  revenues  upon 
the  assumption  that  all  passengers  would  use  such  tickets.  This 
assumption  would  have  to  be  modified  by  the  further  assumption  that 
relatively  few  would  use  the  tickets  sold  at  a  slight  reduction  while 
relatively  a  great  many  more  would  use  them  if  sold  at  a  greater 
reduction. 

Decrease  in 
Revenue. 

10  tickets  for  56c $1,120,000 

9        "        "    50c 994,560 

8        "        "    45c 819,840 

7         "         "     40c 540,640 

6        "        **    35c 371,840 

In  view  of  the  very  great  reductions  in  the  Company's  revenues 
which  would  result  from  the  sale  of  tickets  at  any  of  the  above  prices, 
as  compared  with  the  relatively  small  saving  to  the  individual  user 
of  such  tickets,  and  in  further  view  of  the  Company's  apparent  need 
for  the  whole  of  the  increased  revenues  which  are  likely  to  result  in 
the  fiat  increase  of  one  cent  in  each  of  its  fares,  the  Commission  has 
concluded  that  it  would  be  most  unwise  at  this  time  to  order  the  sale 
of  tickets  in  bulk  at  reduced  rrttes. 

The  Company  will  be  required  by  the  Commission's  order  to  make 
regular  monthly  reports  of  its  operating  results  under  the  new  rates 
effective  October  1,  1918,  and  if  it  appears  at  any  time  that  a  reduc- 
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tion  of  less  than  the  full  one  cent  increase  can  be  properly  required, 
such  reduction  will  be  made  through  the  sale  of  tickets  in  small  quanti- 
ties at  such  prices  as  may  be  deemed  expedient  from  time  to  time. 

Meanwhile  public  convenience  can  be  greatly  promoted  by  the  sale 
of  tickets  or  fare  checks  in  bulk  for  multiples  of  six  cents  by  the  con- 
ductors on  the  cars,  in  addition  to  their  sale  at  the  offices  of  the  Ck>m- 
pany,  banks,  department'  stores,  etc,  as  at  present  conducted,  and  the 
Company  will  be  expected  to  perfect  a  plan  in  the  near  f ulnre  by  which 
this  will  be  done. 

CONDITIONS  OF  ORDER 

Special  Counsel  for  the  Commission,  who  was  also  representing  the 
public,  contended  that  the  order  of  the  Commission  prescribing  the 
rates  of  fare  hereafter  to  be  charged  by  the  respondent  Company  shall 
be  limited  to  a  definite  period  as  provided  by  Section  11  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  Law  and  suggested  that  such  period  be  one  year, 
after  which  the  fare  should  be  restored  to  five  cents,  unless  the  Com- 
mission should  conclude  at  the  expiration  of  that  period  that  the 
service  rendered  by  the  Company  has  been  reasonably  adequate 
throughout  the  same,  and  that  a  continuance  of  a  charge  in  excess  of 
five  cents  was  reasonably  necessary  to  insure  the  continuance  of  such 
reasonably  adequate  service  in  future.  Counsel  for  the  Company,  on 
the  other  hand,  contended  that  the  increased  fare  should  be  permitted 
preferably  for  an  indeterminate  period,  or,  if  that  were  not  feasible 
under  the  law,  for  a  definite  period  longer  than  one  year,  subject  to  a 
re-opening  of  the  case  at  any  time  by  the  Commission  and  a  reduction 
of  the  fare  in  the  light  of  the  evidence  then  adduced. 

In  passing  upon  the  merits  of  these  respective  contentions  we  must 
bear  in  mind  the  statements  contained  in  the  Company's  petition  of 
July  19,  1918,  for  such  increase,  as  set  out  at  length  in  the  beginning 
of  this  opinion,  and  also  the  statements  made  in  the  letter  of  the 
Company  transmitting  its  revised  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8,  as  set 
out  on  page  four  of  this  opinion.  By  these  statements  the  Comi>any 
expressly  disclaimed  "any  intention  of  establishing  by  this  proceeding 
any  permanent  rate  of  fare,"  and  asked  only  "for  relief  purely  as  a 
war  emergency  and  during  the  period  of  war  conditions/'  further 
stating  that  its  sole  purpose  was  "to  preserve  its  pre-war  efficiency, 
and  to  prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  injury  to  its  credit  and  to  its  organ- 
ization and  the  deterioration  of  its  plant"  which  would  result  with- 
out such  increase  in  its  fares. 

Since  the  filing  of  such  petition  and  revised  schedule  the  war  has 
virtually  terminated,  but  l^e  reason  underlying  the  application  for 
increased  fares  is  also  applicable  to  a  reasonable  period  for  readjust- 
ment following  the  war.  How  long  that  period  of  readjustment  will 
continue  it  is  impossible  for  this  Commission  to  determine,  but  bearing 
in  mind  the  nature  and  avowed  objects  of  the  application,  it  seems  to 
this  Commission  most  desirable  that  the  right  to  charge  such  increased 
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it  to  be  its  duty  to  the  investing  as  well  as  to  the  gener^  public  to 
declare  that  it  will  under  no  circumstances  permit  any  public  utility 
to  charge  the  public  an  unreasonable  price  for  inadequate  service. 

In  passing  upon  the  reasonable  adequacy  of  service  it  has  not  been 
this  Commission's  practice  in  the  past,  nor  is  it  its  intention  in  the 
future,  to  be  unduly  captious  or  over-critical  in  arriving  at  its  con- 
clusions. This  Commission  fully  realizes  that  there  cannot  well  be  any 
fixed  and  arbitrary  standard  of  street  railway  service  applicable  to 
all  conditions  and  under  all  circumstances.  Due  allowances  have  al- 
ways been  made  for  lapses  in  ^Kciency  of  service  due  to  abnormal 
conditions  and  occasions,  and  it  is  only  in  cases  where  it  has  been 
shown  that  the  Company  has  evinced  a  clear  disregard  for  the  ordinary 
rights  and  convenience  of  the  public  that  this  Commission  has  declared 
its  service  inadequate.  With  the  increase  in  fares  which  will  be  per- 
mitted by  our  order  in  this  case,  it  is  not  to  be  expected  that  the 
Commission  will  be  as  tolerant  of  the  defections  of  the  Company  with 
respect  to  service  as  it  has  been  in  the  past,  when  it  was  realized  that 
the  Company  was  operating  in  the  face  of  difficulties  which  were 
enhanced  by  its  lack  of  sufficient  funds  to  render  the  highest  grade 
of  service.  The  Company  will  be  expected  to  make  the  most  efficient 
use  reasonably  possible  of  every  dollar  of  revenue  received  during  the 
period  the  increased  fare  is  permitted  to  remain  in  effect. 

THE  SKIP-STOP  PLAN 

On  April  15,  1917,  the  respondent  Company  inaugurated  upon  its 
North  Avenue  and  Edmondson  Avenue  lines  a  new  plan  of  operation, 
generally  known  as  the  "Skip-Stop''  plan,  under  which  system  of 
operation  the  cars  skipped  each  alternate  street  crossing,  there  being 
certain  exceptions  to  the  general  rule,  particularly  as  respects  transit 
crossings.  Owing  to  the  subsequent  re-routing  of  some  of  the  cars  on 
these  lines  the  "Skip-Stop"  plan  was  extended  to  portions  of  the 
Garrison  Boulevard  line  and  the  Liberty  Heights  branch  of  the  Linden 
Avenue  line. 

Directly  after  this  scheme  was  adopted  the  Commission  began  re- 
ceiving communications  respecting  the  new  system  of  operation,  some 
of  which  condemned  while  others  praised  the  plan.  By  Order  No.  3832 
entered  on  September  10,  1917,  (P.  S.  C.  Md.  Reports,  Vol.  VIII, 
pp.  244-247)  the  Commission  established  rules  to  be  observed  by  the 
Company  in  respect  to  the  method  of  procedure  before  this  Commis- 
sion in  Uie  determination  of  street  intersections  at  which  the  Railways 
Company  should  not  be  required  to  stop  its  cars  to  take  on  or  discharge 
passengers. 

After  the  plan  had  been  in  effect  several  months  the  Commission, 
upon  its  own  motion,  and  in  order  fully  to  develop  the  controversy, 
filed  a  complaint  respecting  the  "Skip-Stop"  plan,  and  thereafter  held 
hearingrs  extending  over  several  days,  at  which  opportunity  was 
afforded  all  persons  desiring  to  testify  either  on  behalf  of  or  against 
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iiie  "Skip-Stop''  plan  of  operations,  either  as  a  whole  or  with  respect 
^  particular  stops  which  were  skipped  under  the  system.  On  October 
^th  the  Commission  filed  its  opinion  (Vol.  VIII,  pp.  275-280),  wherein 
it  held  that  the  ''Skip-Stop"  plan  of  operation  as  theretofore  practiced 
l>y  the  Railways  Company  was  unjust  and  unreasonable,  though  the 
-Commission  did  not  require  the  Company  to  restore  all  of  the  stops 
formerly  in  effect.  By  order  No.  3887,  entered  on  the  same  day, 
(p.  281)  the  Commission  directed  the  respondent  Company  to  restore 
-A  dozen  or  more  stops  which  it  had  abandoned  under  the  aforesaid  plan 
of  operation  and  by  subsequent  orders  required  the  restoration  of  still 
•other  stops. 

Thereafter  the  Railways  ComjMuiy  began  formulating  plans  looking 
to  the  adoption  of  a  "Staggered-Skip-Stop"  plan  of  operation  on  cer- 
tain of  its  lines,  under  which  scheme  cars  stop  to  take  on  and  let  off 
passengers  at  alternate  street  crossings  in  both  directions.  That  is  to 
say,  if  the  cars  stop  at  a  given  comer  when  on  the  west-bound  trip, 
that  comer  is  skipped  on  the  east-bound  trip,  subject  to  the  same  ex- 
ceptions respecting  transit  crossings  etc.,  as  in  the  case  of  the  original 
"Skip-Stop"  plan,  the  object  of  the  "Staggered-Skip-Stop"  plan  being 
to  equalize,  as  far  as  possible,  the  inconvenience  to  the  Company's 
patrons.  In  April  last  the  co-operation  of  this  Commission  was  sought 
by  the  Special  War  Committee  of  the  National  Association  of  Railway 
and  Utility  Commissioners,  by  the  Conservation  Division  of  the  United 
States  Fuel  Administration,  and  by  the  Fuel  Administrator  of  Mary- 
land in  the  matter  of  the  conservation  of  fuel  by  the  respondent  Com- 
pany, it  being  represented  that  a  great  saving  of  fuel  would  result 
were  said  Company  permitted  to  put  into  effect  the  "Staggered-Skip- 
Stop"  plan  of  operation  upon  all  of  its  lines.  The  Commission  on 
April  9,  1918,  entered  its  Order  No.  4262,  by  which  the  Railways  Com- 
pany was  authorized  and  requested  to  adopt  and  put  into  operation  at 
as  early  a  date  as  practicable  the  "Stag^gered-Skip-Stop"  plan  of 
operation.  By  the  terms  of  this  order  the  Commission  reserved  unto 
itself  the  right,  at  any  time  thereafter,  to  modify  or  change  any  par- 
ticular application  thereof  when  such  particular  application  was  found 
to  be  an  unreasonable  exercise  of  the  authority  granted  the  Railways 
-Company  by  the  said  order.  By  the  same  order  the  rules  of  procedure 
established  by  Order  No.  3832  aforesaid  were  modified  to  meet  the  new 
conditions.  From  time  to  time  thereafter  the  Commission  has  entered 
orders  requiring  the  restoration  of  specific  stops  when  the  restoration 
of  such  stops  was  found  to  be  necessary  in  the  interest  of  the  public 
service,  but  the  "Staggered-Skip-Stop"  plan  of  operation  as  a  whole 
remained  in  effect  on  all  lines  of  the  Company  until  December  23, 
1918,  when  it  was  abandoned  pursuant  to  an  oral  order  of  the  Com- 
mission given  the  officers  of  the  Company  during  the  course  of  the 
hearings  in  this  case. 

During  such  hearings  the  plan  had  been  made  the  subject  of  attack 
by  counsel  for  the  public,  and  an  opportunity  was  'given  the  general 
public  to  make  objections  to  its  abandonment.     No  such  objections 
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were  made,  and  the  President  of  the  Company  when  on  the  stand 
declared  that  the  plan  as  such  had  been  a  failure  in  that  it  had  not 
saved  the  money  it  had  been  expected  to  save,  that  it  had  not  resulted 
in  any  noticeable  saving  in  the  running  time  of  the  cars,  and  that  the 
small  amount  of  money  and  time  *  saved  by  the  plan  were  far  more 
than  outweighed  by  the  general  inconvenience  to  the  public  resulting 
therefrom.  The ,  Commission  concurs  in  these  conclusions,  and  a 
formal  order  will  be  passed  in  the  appropriate  case  abolishing  the 
same. 

ZONE  EXTENSIONS  TO  NEW  CITY  LIMITS 

During  the  course  of  the  hearings  it  was  contended  by  counsel  for 
certain  residents  of  North  Baltimore  that  the  legal  effect  of  that  por- 
tion of  Section  2  of  Chapter  82  of  the  Acts  of  1918,  providing  that  all 
existing  provisions  of  the  Baltimore  City  Charter  should  be  applicable 
to  such  portions  of  Baltimore  and  Anne  Arundel  Counties  as  were 
annexed  to  Baltimore  City  by  that  Act,  was  to  extend  the  provisions 
of  Secftion  796  of  the  City  Charter  prescribing  certain  fares  within  the 
old  limits  of  the  City  to  such  annexed  portions  of  Baltimore  and  Anne 
Arundel  Counties,  and  thereby  make  uniform  the  fares  within  the 
limits  of  Baltimore  City  as  enlarged  by  such  Act.  As  hereinbefore 
stated,  this  Commission  had  been  advised  by  its  General  Counsel 
October  2,  1918,  that  the  effect  of  the  enactment  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  Law  was  to  repeal  that  portion  of  Section  796  of  the  City 
Charter  above  referred  to.  When  the  question  was  raised  in  a  some- 
what new  form  during  the  course  of  the  argument,  it  was  again  re- 
ferred to  the  General  Counsel,  who  advised  the  Commission  in  his 
opinion  of  December  31,  1918,  that  by  the  several  sections  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Law  hereinbefore  referred  to  the  whole 
matter  of  the  rates  of  fare  proper  to  be  charged  by  the  respondent 
Company  has  been  committed  by  the  Legislature  in  the  first  instance 
to  determination  by  this  Commission,  subject  to  review  by  the  courts 
as  in  said  Law  provided.    The  Commission  concurs  in  such  opinions. 

This  Commission  is  not  prepared  at  this  time  to  express  any  final 
conclusion  as  to  the  extension  of  existing  fare  zones,  for  the  reasons 
that  this  question  was  not  fully  presented  to  it  at  the  hearings  in  this 
case,  and  that  an  extension  of  such  zones  at  the  present  time  and 
under  existing  conditions  would  so  far  reduce  the  gross  earnings  of 
the  respondent  Company  as  to  render  the  increase  of  one  cent  in  the 
fares  over  existing  lines  entirely  inadequate  to  meet  the  operating 
requirements  of  the  Company. 

The  general  question  of  fare  zones  should  be  made  the  subject  of 
an  independent  study,  and  this  cannot  be  done  until  the  effect  of  the 
increased  fares,  on  the  basis  of  the  existing  zones,  has  been  demon- 
strated by  experience  over  a  reasonable  period. 

For  the  present*  no  order  will  be  passed  upon  this  point. 
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THE  CURTIS  BAY  LINE 

The  Curtis  Bay  Line  of  the  respondent  Company  begins  at  the  inter- 
section of  Baltimore  and  Light  Streets,  in  the  heart  of  the  city,  and 
runs  south  along  Light  Street  to  a  point  near  the  northern  end  of  ^e 
Hanover  Street  bridge,  where  it  is  diverted  to  Hanover  Street  and 
crosses  the  Middle  Branch  of  the  Patapsco  River  over  such  bridge  into 
what  was  formerly  Anne  Arundel  County  and  is  now  a  part  of  Balti- 
more City.  Thence  it  passes  to  the  town  of  Brooklyn,  which  it  leaves 
by  way  of  Patapsco  Avenue  and  passes  into  the  town  of  South  Balti- 
more, its  southern  terminus,  a  distance  of  3.77  miles  beyond  the  old 
city  limits.  At  Stone  House  Cove,  a  point  about  midway  between 
Brooklyn  and  Sooth  Baltimore,  there  is  a  junction,  at  which  at  pres- 
ent a  jerk-water  line  runs  easterly  to  East  Brooklyn  and  Fairfield,  a 
thriving  community  located  on  t^e  west  bank  of  the  inain  body  of  the 
Patapsco  River,  East  Brooklyn  also  fronting  on  Curtis  Bay,  The 
section  served  by  this  jerk-water  line  is  occupied  mainly  by  large 
manufacturing  enterprises  employing  thousands  of  laborers,  some  of 
tne  latter  having  their  homes  in  the  immediate  vicinity,  but  the  great 
bulk  of  the  same  residing  in  Baltimore  City. 

Prior  to  the  filing  of  the  respondent  Company's  revised  schedule, 
P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8,  effective  October  1,  1918,  it  was  the  practice  of  the 
Company  to  issue  free  transfers  between  its  other  lines  and  that  por- 
tion of  the  Curtis  Bay  Line  extending  from  Baltimore  and  Light 
Streets  on  the  north  to  the  southern  end  of  the  Hanover  Street  Bridge 
(south  bank  of  the  Middle  Branch  of  the  Patapsco)  on  the  south,  and 
then  to  charge  an  extra  full  fare  of  five  cents  on  the  remainder  of  the 
line  south  of  the  latter  point.  In  the  alternative  it  was  the  practice 
of  the  Company  to  issue  a  cash  transfer  for  three  cents  from  either 
section  of  this  line  to  the  other,  where  a  cash  fare  had  originally  been 
paid  on  the  first.  Transfer  from  the  main  line  to  the  jerk-water  line 
running  to  Fairfield  was  without  charge  in  either  event. 

Revised  schedule,  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8,  eliminated  the  above  three  cent 
cash  transfer,  with  the  result  that  the  fare  to  Brooklyn  or  Fairfield 
has  been  increased  from  eight  to  twelve  cents. 

Without  going  further  into,  the  details  of  this  rather  complicated 
situation,  and  without  undertaking  at  this  time  to  pass  upon  the  rea- 
sonableness or  unreasonableness  of  the  fare  as  it  originally  stood,  the 
Commission  has  concluded,  in  view  of  the  avowed  intention  of  the 
Company  to  increase  its  existing  fares  but  one  cent  in  any  instance, 
that  it  should  hereafter  be  required  to  issue  cash  transfers  on  said 
line  for  four  cents  instead  of  three  cents  previously  charged,  thus 
making  the  full  fare  ten  cents  instead  of  eight  as  heretofore  and 
twelve  as  now. 

The  evidence  upon  this  branch  of  the  case  also  showed  a  glaring 
case  of  inadequacy  of  service  to  the  Fairfield  District.  Three  ways 
were  pointed  out  by  which  this  service  could  be  materially  improved 
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without  any  very  great  expenses,  (1)  by  side  tracking  some  of  the 
Curtis  Bay  main  lin4  cars  at  Stone  House  Cove;  (2)  by  completinir 
the  Fairfield  extension  as  originally  contemplated  in  the  form  of  a 
complete  loop  over  one  or  the  other  of  the  routes  suggested,  and  put- 
ting additional  cars  thereon,  or  (8)  by  installing  a  series  of  turn-out 
switches  on  the  existing  jerk-water  line  pending  the  completion  of  such 
loop,  and  running  additional  cars  over  the  same.  Whichever  of  these 
plans  the  Company  may  deem  it  proper  and  expedient  to  adopt,  the 
service  must  be  improved  within  the  immediate  future. 
.  While  the  complaint  of  the  Fairfield  patrons  was  heard  with  the- 
main  complaint  as  a  matter  of  convenience,  it  is  deemed  advisable  by 
the  Commission  to  dispose  of  the  same  for  the  present  by  a  separate 
.order. 

An  order  upon  this  branch  of  the  case  will  be  duly  passed  pursuant, 
to  this  opinion. 

RECENT  STEPS  LOOKING  TO  IMPROVED  SERVICE 

Something  over  a  year  ago  the  respondent  Company  employed  the 
firm  of  A.  L.  Drum  &  Company,  Consulting  and  Construction  En- 
gineers of  Chicago,  to  come  to  this  city  and  make  a  complete  survey 
of  the  situation  with  a  view  of  advising  the  management  of  as  to  the- 
propriety  of  re-routing  certain  of  its  lines  in  order  to  diminish  as  far 
as  reasonably  possible  the  rapidly  growing  congestion  of  traffic  in  the 
central  business  portion  of  the  city.  The  investigations  of  this  form 
covered  a  considerable  period  and  most  of  the  proposed  re-routing  has 
been  accomplished,  with  beneficial  results  which  will  no  doubt  be  zpore 
evident  as  time  goes  on. 

More  recently  the  respondent  Company  has  employed  Day  &  Zim- 
merman, Inc.,  Engineers  of  Philadelphia,  for  the  purpose  of  making 
an  exhaustive  study  of  traffic  conditions  generally  over  the  entire  sys- 
tem and  advising  the  management  in  the  premises.  This  latter  work 
has  not  yet  progressed  far  enough  for  this  Commission  to  speak  with 
any  degree  of  positiveness  as  to  its  probable  effect  upon  the  service  of 
the  Company,  but  it  is  nevertheless  encouraging  to  note  that  the  Com- 
pany is  availing  itself  of  expert  service  of  this  character  in  attempt- 
ing to  solve  the  problems  of  service  which  confront  it. 

It  has  been  largely  in  view  of  this  attitude  upon  the  part  of  the 
management  of  the  Company  toward  outside  advice  and  assistance  in 
the  comparatively  recent  past,  that  this  Commission  has  been  so 
sparing  in  its  criticism  of  the  service  which  has  heretofore  been  ren- 
dered, and  it  is  sincerely  hoped,  for  the  sake  of  both  the  Company  and 
the  public,  that  such  attitude  will  continue  to  prevail  in  the  future. 

An  order  will  be  passed  embodying  the  principal  conclusions  em- 
bodied in  the  aforegoing  opinion. 
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ORDER  No.  4608 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  United  Railways 
AND  Electric  (Company  of  Baltimore 
for  Permission  to  Make  a  Uniform  In- 
crease of  One  Cent  in  Cash  Fares 
Heretofore  Charged. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1568. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  The  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland 


V8, 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore,  With  Respect 
to  the  Fairness  and  Reasonableness  of 
Its  Proposed  General  Increase  in  Its 
Passenger  Rates. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1688. 


Pursuant  to  the  conclusions  reached  in  the  aforegoing  opinion,  it  is 
S)tttTibp  this  7th  day  of  January,  1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland : 

1.  -  That  from  and  after  this  date  and  until  December  81,  1919,  and 
for  no  longer,  unless  such  period  be  extended  for  a  further  period  as 
hereinafter  provided,  or  this  order  be  earlier  modified  or  abrogated  by 
further  order  of  this  Commission,  The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore  shall  be  permitted  to  charge  and  collect  for  the 
transportation  of  persons  over  its  several  street  railway  lines,  in  Bal- 
timore City  and  vicinity,  the  following  rates,  fares  and  charges,  to  wit: 

(ti)  Six  cents  fare  for  the  conveyance  of  each  passenger  over 
twelve  years  of  age,  and  four  cents  for  each  child  between  the  ages  of 
four  and  twelve  years,  on  any  of  its  lines  between  the  points  desig- 
nated under  the  first  general  caption  in  its  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md., 
No.  8,  filed  with  this  Commission  Augrust  28,  1918,  effective  October  1, 
1918,  or  between  intermediate  points,  in  either  direction,  on  any  of 
such  lines;  except  in  the  case  of  its  Curtis  Bay  Line,  in  which  case  the 
fare  to  be  charged  shall  be  modified  under  the  conditions  set  forth  in 
a  separate  order  of  this  Commission  passed  on  this  date; 

(6)  Full  fare  and  half  fare  when  paid  by  continuous  trip  tickets, 
on  the  lines  and  between  the  points,  on  the  Company's  Gorsuch  Ave- 
nue, East  Monument  Street    (Orangeville),  Third  and  8th  Streets,' 
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Union  Avenue,  South  Charles  Street,  Walbrook-Hillsdale,  Shore  Line 
and  Ferry  Bar  lines,  as  designated  in  said  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
No.  8,  otherwise  the  regular  fare  to  be  collected  between  the  points  so 
designated; 

(c)  Four  and  one-half  cents  when  paid  by  commutation  tickets  sold 
for  use  on  lines  operating  over  more  than  one  fare  zone  between  the 
points  so  designated  in  the  Schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.,  No.  8,  aforesaid, 
and  five  cents  when  paid  by  commutation  tickets  sold  for  use  on  lines 
operating  over  more  than  one  fare  zone  between  the  points  so  desig- 
nated in  said  schedule,  said  commutation  tickets  to  be  sold  in  the  man- 
ner and  subject  to  the  conditions  set  forth  in  said  schedule  with  respect 
thereto ; 

(d)  Four  and  one-half  cents  between  Sparrows  Point  and  High- 
landtown  when  paid  by  employee's  tickets  from  20-trip  books  sold  in 
lots  to  the  Maryland  Steel  Company  for  distribution;  five  cents  be- 
tween Dundalk  and  city  points,  when  paid  by  strip  tickets  sold  in  lots 
to  the  Central  Foundry  Company  for  distribution;  and  two  and  one- 
half  cents  on  the  Lakeside  line  when  paid  by  tickets  from  200-trip 
books  sold  to  the  landowners  along  such  line,  all  such  tickets  to  be  sub. 
ject  to  the  conditions  printed  thereon  and  to  the  rules  of  the  Company 
governing  the  use  thereof,  the  full  fare  in  each  of  said  cases  otherwise 
to  be  paid. 

2.  That  from  and  after  the  hour  of  midnight  on  the  Slst  of  Decem- 
ber, 1919,  said  Company's  right  and  privilege  to  charge  and  collect  the 
increased  fares  herein  authorized  to  be  charged  and  collected  shall 
cease  and  determine,  and  said  Company  shall  thereafter  be  permitted 
to  charge  no  fares  in  excess  of  those  charged  by  it  on  September  30, 

1918,  unless  this  Commission  shall  in  the  meantime,  by  its  order  in 
writing,  for  such  cause  as  may  then  seem  to  it,  and  be  in  law,  good 
and  sufficient,  authorize  said  Company  to  charge  fares  in  excess  of 
those  which  were  in  effect  September  30,  1918; 

3.  That  so  soon  after  the  date  of  this  order  as  may  be  reasonably 
practicable,  and  convenient,  and  in  no  event  later  than  January  31st, 

1919,  said  Company  shall  furnish  to  this  Commission  accurate  and 
complete  statements  under  oath,  and  in  convenient  form,  setting  forth 
the  number  of  revenue  and  transfer  passengers  carried,  and  the  num- 
ber of  car-mUes  operated,  the  cash  receipts  from  operation  and  other 
sources,  and  the  operating  and  other  expenditures  of  the  Company,  all 
set  forth  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  rules  of  this  Commission  for 
accounting  by  street  railway  companies,  for  the  calendar  months  of 
October,  November  and  December,  1918,  respectively;  and  thereafter, 
so  soon  as  may  be  reasonably  practicable  and  convenient  after  the  end 
of  each  calendar  month  during  the  year  1919,  and  in  no  event  later 
than  the  last  day  of  the  next  succeeding  calendar  month,  said  Com- 
pany shall  furnish  this  Commission  a  complete  statement  as  aforesaid 
covering  the  operations  of  the  Company  during  the  next  preceding 
month; 
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4.  That  the  right  of  the  respondent  Company  to  charge  and  collect 
the  fares  in  this  order  prescribed  shall  be  held  subject  at  all  times 
during  the  period  covered  by  such  order,  or  any  extension  thereof 
which  may  hereafter  be  granted  as  aforesaid,  to  the  right  and  power 
of  this  Commission  to  reopen  this  case  in  the  light  of  the  facts  dis- 
closed by  the  monthly  reports  aforesaid,  or  of  other  facts  otherwise 
coming  to  the  attention  of  this  Commission  and  modify  the  rates  of 
fare  by  this  order  authorized  to  be  charg^ed  and  collected  by  the  re- 
spondent Company; 

And  It  Is  Further  jSDtbf tf II»  That  a  copy  of  this  order  be  forth- 
with .served  upon  the  proper  officers  of  the  respondent,  The  United 
Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  and  that  said  Com- 
pany, within  ten  days  from  the  date  of  the  srvice  of  such  copy,  advise 
this  Commission  in  writing  whether  or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by 
the  same. 


ORDER  No.  4609 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  The  Inter-Ocean  Oil 
Company,  The  Prudential  Oil  Com- 
pany, The  United  States  Asphalt 
Refining  Company,  The  Union  Ship- 
building Company,  Martin  Wagner 
Company,  Swift  and  Company,  F.  S. 
RoYSTER  Guano  Company,  Rasin 
Monumental  Company,  Standard 
Acid  Works,  and  the  Baltimore  Car 
Foundry  Company 


V8, 


The   United   Railways   and   Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 


Pursuant  to  the  conclusions  reached  in  the  opinion  of  this  Commis- 
sion on  this  date  rendered  In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  for  permission 
to  make  a  uniform  increase  of  one  cent  in  cash  fares  heretofore 
charged.  Case  No. '1568;  and  In  the  Matter  of  the  Complaint  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland  vs.  The  United  Railways  and 
Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  etc..  Case  No.  1583,  it  is,  this  seventh 
day  of  January,  1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

(Dtbttib^  I*  That  from  and  after  January  19th,  1919,  and  until 
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December  31,  1919,  unless  earlier  modified  or  abrogated  by  order  or 
this  Commission,  the  respondent,  The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore,  shall  issue  on  its  Curtis  Bay  Line  transfers 
entitling  the  holder  to  a  continuous  ride  on  such  line  as  such  transfers 
were  issued  on  and  prior  to  September  30,  1918,  except  that  the  charge 
for  such  transfers  shall  thereafter  be  four  cents  instead  of  three  cents^ 
as  heretofore. 

2.  That  the  service  heretofore  and  now  being  rendered  by  the  re- 
spondent company  over  the  Fairfield  extension  of  its  Curtis  Bay  Line, 
and  to  its  patrons  generally  in  the  Fairfield  and  East  Brooklyn  dis- 
tricts, more  particularly  during  the  rush  hours  on  said  line,  is  hereby 
found  and  declared  to  have  been  and  to  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un- 
safe, unreasonably  improper  and  inadequate;  and  said  company  is 
hereby  ordered  and  directed,  within  thirty  days  hereafter,  or  within 
such  further  period  of  extension  as  may  be  granted  for  good  cause 
shown,  to  render  reasonably  adequate  and  proper  service  over  said 
line  and  to  its  patrons  g^enerally  in  the  Fairfield  and  East  Brooklyn 
district,  the  means  by  which  such  adequate  service  is  to  be  rendered  to 
be  left  for  the  present  to  the  judgment  and  discretion  of  the  respond- 
ent company,  subject  to  more  specific  orders  by  this  Commission  in 
case  the  relief  hereby  ordered  is  not  speedily  afforded. 

And  It  Is  Further  jflDt&ttttl^  That  a  copy  of  this  order  be  forth- 
with served  upon  the  proper  officers  of  the  respondent.  The  United 
Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  and  that  said  Company 
within  ten  days  from  the  date  of  the  service  of  such  copy  advise  this 
Conmiission  in  writing  whether  or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by  the 
same. 


ORDER  No.  4610 


In  the  Matter  6f 

The  Recommendation  of  United  States 
Fuel  Administration,  by  P.  B.  Noyes, 
Its  Director  of  Conservation,  and  F.  A. 
Meyer,  Fuel  Administrator  of  This 
State,  That  the  "Stagger  Stop"  Be 
Permitted  and  Put  in  Effect  by  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Com- 
pany of  Baltimore  as  a  War  Measure 
for  the  Conservation  of  Fuel. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1506. 


Pursuant  to  the  conclusions  reached  in  the  opinion  of  this  Commis- 
sion this  day  filed  In  the  Matter  of  the  Application  of  The  United 
Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  for  permission  to  make 
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a  unif orm  increase  of  one  cent  in  cash  fares  heretofore  charged,  Case 
No.  1568;  and  In  the  Matter  of  the  Complaint  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland  vs.  The  JUnited  Railways  and  Electric  Com- 
pany of  Baltimore,  etc.,  Case  No.  1583,  it  is  this  seventh  day  of  Janu- 
ary, in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland, 

ilDtllttebf  That  the  ''Staggered-Skip-Stop"  plan  of  operation  in- 
augurated on  the  lines  of  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company 
of  Baltimore  in  compliance  with  the  authority  and  request  of  this 
Commission  embodied  in  its  Order  No.  4262  entered  herein  on  April 
9th,  1918,  be  and  it  is  hereby  abolished,  and  said  The  United  Railway? 
and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  be  and  it  is  hereby  directed  and 
required  to  forthwith  discontinue  operating  its  cars  upon  the  ''Stag- 
gered-Skip-Stop"  plan  of  operation. 


ORDER  No.  4617 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement,  Dated  December  11th, 
1918,  Between  It  and  Edgar  H.  Bender 
for  the  Leasing  by  the  Former  to  the 
Latter  of  Certain  Quarters  for  Resi- 
dential Purposes  at  No.  8  Union 
Street,  Cumberland,  Maryland,  Under 
the  Terms  and  Provisions  of  Order  No. 
2913,  Entered  June  20th,  1916,  in  Case 
No.  1131. 


I  .  ' 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1621.         r 


The  agrreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  thirteenth  day  of  January,  in  the  year  1919, 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

j^tbtttbf  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be,  and  the  same  is 
hereby,  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said 
agreement,  or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  4618 


In  the  Matter  of 


The  Complaint  of  George  T.  Hill 


V8. 


The  United   Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1477. 


Whereas,  This  case,  involving  the  adequacy  of  the  service  furnished 
by  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  to  the 
north-eastern  section  of  the  City  of  Baltimore,  to  correct  which  alleg^ed 
inadequacy  of  service  this  Commission  is  petitioned  to  order  and  re> 
quire  the  resi>ondent  to  divert  the  cars  of  its  Guilford  Avenue  Line  at 
North  and  Guilford  Avenues,  running  said  cars  eastward  on  North 
Avenue  to  Milton  and  North  Avenues,  or  eastward  on  North  Avenue 
to  Washington  Street  and  thence  south  on  Washington  Street  to  Pres- 
ton Street,  returning  over  same  route,  being  at  issue  upon  complaint 
and  answer  on  file,  and  having  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the 
parties  and  full  investigation  of  the  matters  and  things  involved  hav- 
ing been  made  by  the  Conunission,  and 

Whereas,  It  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  that 
it  is  impracticable  at  this  time  to  re-route  the  cars  of  the  Guilford 
Avenue  Line  of  the  respondent  over  the  route  aforesaid. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  15th  day  of  January,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

S^tbttttif  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed. 
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ORDER  No.  4622 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  United  Rail- 
ways AND  Electric  Company  of  Bal- 
timore for  Permission  to  Make  a  Uni- 
form Increase  of  One  Cent  in  Cash 
Fares  Heretofore  Charged. 


~> 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1568. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  The  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland 


V8. 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore,  With  Respect 
to  the  Fairness  and  Reasonableness  of 
Its  Proposed  General  Increase  in  Its 
Passenger  Rates. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1583. 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  having  on 
this  day  filed  its  petition  praying  certain  modifications  of  Order  No. 
4608  passed  in  this  cause,  and  it  not  being  convenient  for  this  Commis- 
sion to  pass  ui)on  said  petition,  it  is,  therefore,  this  16th  day  of  Janu- 
ary^  1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDvtltttttf  That  the  time  within  which  said  company  shall  advise 
this  Commission  whether  or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by  said  Order 
be,  and  the  same  is  hereby  extended  for  a  period  of  ten  days  from 
January  17th,  1919. 
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ORDER  No.  4626 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Maryland  Elec- 
tric Railways  Company  and  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  for  an  Order  Per- 
mitting and  Approving  the  Exercise  of 
a  Franchise  Granted  Them  by  the 
Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Baltimore 
Under  the  Terms  and  /Provisions  of 
Ordinance  No.  362,  Approved  May  26, 
1918,  and  to  Begin  the  Construction  of 
the  Tracks  and  the  Operation  of  Cars 
Thereon  as  Provided  in  Said  Ordi- 
nance. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1619. 


Whereas,  The  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Company  and  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  have  applied  to 
this  Commission  for  its  permission  and  approval  of  the  franchises 
granted  to  said  The  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Company  by  the 
Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Baltimore,  as  set  forth  in  ''Exhibit  A," 
filed  in  these  proceedings,  and  for  the  construction  by  The  Maryland 
Electric  Railways  Company  of  the  railway  to  be  constructed  in  pur- 
suance of  said  franchise,  and  the  possession  and  use  thereof  by  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  of  the  lease  and  agreement  between  said  corporations, 
under  date  of  September  16th,  1906,  a  copy  of  which,  marked  "Exhibit 
B,"  is  filed  in  Case  No.  29  of  this  Commission;  and 

Whereas,  This  Commission  has  determined,  after  due  hearing,  that 
the  exercise  of  said  franchise  and  the  construction,  possession  and  use 
of  said  railway  is  convenient  for  the  public  service. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  17th  day  of  January,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

flDtbf  tXb»  1*  That  the  exercise  by  said  The  Maryland  Electric  Rail- 
ways Company  of  the  franchise  granted  to  it  by  the  Mayor  and  City 
Council  of  Baltimore,  by  Ordinance  No.  862,  approved  by  said  Mayor 
:and  City  Council  of  Baltimore  on  May  26th,  1918,  to  wit:  "To  con- 
struct, maintain  and  operate  double  electric  railway  tracks,  with  the 
necessary  curves,  poles,  overhead  trolley  wires,  feed  wires  and  over- 
head construction  and  appurtenances,  and  to  operate  and  maintain  an 
electric  railway  on,  along  and  over  Columbia  avenue  from  the  present 
location  of  the  tracks  of  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company 
of  Baltimore  on  Columbia  avenue  at  the  eastern  end  of  the  city  bridge 
over  Gwynn's  Falls  to  and  across  the  city  bridge  over  Gwynn's  Falls  to 
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-Uie  western  end  thereof,  and  the  said  company  is  hereby  authorized 
^nd  empowered  to  connect  the  tracks  and  overhead  construction  hereby 
authorized  by  all  necessary  appurtenances  with  the  tracks  and  over- 
head construction  already  in  existence  at  said  location ;  and  to  run  on 
the  aforesaid  tracks  cars  to  be  propelled  by  electricity  supplied  by 
overhead  wires  or  by  the  storage  system,  or  by  any  improved  system 
which  may  be  approved  by  the  Mayor  and  Highways  Eng^ineer/'  sub- 
ject to  the  conditions,  stipulations  and  agreements  set  forth  in  said 
'^Exhibit  A,"  filed  in  these  proceedings,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  ]>er- 
mitted  and  approved. 

2.  That  authority  is  hereby  given  to  The  Maryland  Electric  Rail- 
ways Company  to  construct  said  railway  as  provided  in  said  grant, 
and  to  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  to 
take  possession  of  said  railway  and  use  the  same,  in  accordance  with 
tiie  terms  of  the  lease  and  agreement  hereinbefore  referred  to,  the 
same  being  "Exhibit  B,"  filed  in  Case  No.  29  of  this  Commission. 


ORDER  No.  4626 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Maryland  Elec- 
tric Railways  Company  and  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  for  an  Order  Per- 
mitting and  Approving  the  Exercise  of 
the  Franchise  Granted  Them  by  the 
State  Roads  Commission  by  Order  En- 
tered December  27th,  1918,  and  to  Be- 
gin the  Construction  of  the  Tracks  and 
the  Operation  of  Cars  Thereon  as  Pro- 
vided in  Said  Order. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1620. 


Whereas,  The  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Company  and  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  have  applied  to 
this  Commission  for  its  permission  and  approval  of  the  franchises 
granted  to  said  The  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Company  by  the 
State  Roads  Commission  of  Maryland,  as  set  forth  in  "Exhibit  A," 
filed  in  these  proceedings,  and  for  the  construction  by  The  Maryland 
Electric  Railways  Company  of  the  railway  to  be  constructed  in  pur- 
suance of  said  franchise,  and  the  possession  and  use  thereof  by  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  in  accordance 
vnth  the  terms  of  the  lease  and  agreement  between  said  corporations, 
under  date  of  September  15th,  1906,  a  copy  of  which,  marked  "Exhibit 
"B,**  is  filed  in  Case  No.  29  of  this  Commission ;  and 
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Whereas,  This  Commission  has  determined,  after  due  hearing,  that 
the  exercise  of  said  franchise  and  the  construction,  possession  and  use 
of  said  railway  is  convenient  for  the  public  service, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  17th  day  of  January,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland,. 

JDttltt0(l>  !•  That  the  exercise  by  said  The  Maryland  Electric  Rail- 
ways Company  of  the  franchise  granted  to  it  by  the  State  Roads  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  on  December  27th,  1918,  to  wit:  "To  construct,, 
operate  and  maintain  a  double  track  line,  with  all  necessary  overhead 
wires  and  other  overhead  and  side  pole  construction  over  the  State 
Road  No.  1  from  the  western  boundary  line  of  Baltimore  City,  where 
the  same  crosses  Columbia  avenue,  and  there  connecting  with  tracks 
to  be  laid  on  Columbia  avenue  under  a  franchise  from  the  City  of  Bal- 
timore; thence  extending  along  the  center  of  Columbia  avenue  for  a 
distance  of  about  twenty-two  hundred  (2200)  feet  to  a  point  approxi- 
mately three  hundred  (300)  feet  west  of  Sixth  street  and  curving 
thence  southwardly  into  private  property,  and  to  run  on  the  aforesaid 
tracks  cars  propelled  by  electricity  supplied  by  overhead  wires  or  by 
the  storage  system,  or  by  any  other  improved  motive  power  other  than 
steam,  which  may  be  approved  by  the  State  Roads  Commission  and  its 
Chief  Engineer,"  subject  to  the  conditions,  stipulations  and  agree- 
ments set  forth  in  said  "Exhibit  A,"  filed  in  these  proceedings,  be  and 
the  same  is  hereby  permitted  and  approved. 

2.  That  authority  is  hereby  given  to  The  Maryland  Electric  Rail- 
ways Company  to  construct  said  railway  as  provided  in  said  grant, 
and  to  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  to 
take  possession  of  said  railway  and  use  the  same,  in  accordance  with 
the  terms  of  the  lease  and  agreement  hereinbefore  referred  to,  the 
same  being  "Exhibit  B,"  filed  in  Case  No.  29  of  this  Commission. 
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ORDER  No.  4629 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Consolidated  Gas 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
of  Baltimore  for  the  Approval  of  an 
Agreement  Between  It  and  Baltimore 
Dry  Docks  and  Shipbuilding  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  for  the  Sale  by  the 
Former  to  the  Latter  of  Ten  Poles  Sit- 
uated Along  the  West  Side  of  Ship- 
building Company's  Property  South  of 
Fort  Avenue  in  the  City  of  Baltimore, 
Maryland,  Under  the  Terms  and  Pro- 
visions of  Order  No.  2964,  Entered 
July  26th,  1916,  in  Case  No.  1151. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1627. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  twentieth  day  of  January,  in  the  year 
1919»  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jSDttlft(tl»  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  4680 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Bal- 
TiMORE  City  for  the  Approval  of  an 
Agreement  Between  It  and  The  Con- 
solidated Power  Company  of  Balti- 
more, Dated  September  17th,  1918,  for 
the  Joint  Use  by  the  Former  and  the 
Latter  of  Certain  Poles  Located  on  the 
Liberty  Road,  District  No.  2,  Balti- 
more County,  Maryland,  Under  the 
Terms  and  Provisions  of  Order  No. 
2913,  Entered  June  20th,  1916,  in  Case 
No.  1131. 


J 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1628. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  twentieth  day  of  January,  in  the  year 
1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Conmiission  of  Maryland, 

'2Dttl0Ct&>  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  4638 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Carriers  Not  Under  Federal  Control 
Named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by 
R^  N.  Collyer,  Their  Agent,  for  Per- 
mission Under  Section  15  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  Law  to  File  and 
Publish  on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice 
Supplement  to  Official  Classification 
No.  44,  P.  S.  C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  554. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  apon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  27th  day  of  January,  1919,  by  the  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 
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iDxSHtibf  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the  carriers  not 
linder  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
Collyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to  the  Com- 
mission and  the  public,  supplement  to  Official  Classification  No.  44,  P. 
S.  C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44,  revising  Note  1-A  to  household  goods  specifica- 
tions shown  in  Item  6,  pag^e  6  of  Supplement  No.  29  to  Official  Classi- 
fication No.  44,  P.  S.  C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44,  to  correct  typographical 
error  in  said  specifications,  as  set  forth  in  petition  herein:  and  to 
include  in  same  supplement,  on  full  statutory  notice,  revision  of  the 
specifications  for  boots  and  shoes  and  for  trunks  containing  merchan- 
dise, and  providing  lumber  ratings  on  silo  staves  cut  to  dimensions  or 
fitted  and  K.  D.,  as  set  forth  in  petition  and  exhibit  filed  therewith; 
said  supplement  issued  under  authority  hereof  to  depart  from  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Commission's  Circular  No.  IDA  in  so  far  as  volume  of 
supplemental  matter  is  concerned,  and  including  necessary  additions 
to,  changes  in  and  eliminations  from  the  list  of  participating  carriers 
contained  in  said  classification. 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 

'* Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4638  of  date  January  27th, 
1919." 


OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  and  Protest  of  the  Mayor 
AND  Council  of  Hagerstown 


V8. 


Thb  Hagerstown  Light  and  Heat 

Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1589. 


Appearanees:  ^ 

ALE3CANDER  R.  Hagner,  Esq.,  representing  the  Complainant. 
GDoRGE  Weems  Williams,  Robert  H.  McCauley  and  Thomas 
J.  Perkins,  Esquires,  representing  the  respondent. 


By  the  Commission. 


Filed  January  27,  1919. 


This  complaint  involves  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  now  being 
fhargied  by  the  Hagerstown  Light  and  Heat  Company  of  Washington 


78  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

County  for  the  supply  of  gas  within  the  corporate  limits  of  the  City 
of  Hagerstown. 

On  August  3rd,  1918,  the  Hagerstown  Light  and  Heat  Company, 
hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  ''Gas  Company,"  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sion Supplement  No  1  to  its  gas  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  7  to 
become  effective  on  October  1st,  1918,  after  the  September,  1918,  meter 
readings.  This  supplemental  schedule  operates  to  bring  about  an  in- 
crease in  the  rates  charged  by  the  Gas  Company  for  gas  supplied  by 
it  in  Hagerstown  and  adjacent  territory  served  by  it,  ranging  from  5 
cents  to  35  cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet,  varying  with  the  amount  of  con- 
sumption. The  rates  of  the  Gas  Company  had  been  increased  an  aver- 
age of  10  cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet  on  April  1st,  1918,  the  following 
tabulation  showing  the  present  rates  as  well  as  the  rates  which  be- 
came effective  April  1st,  1918,  and  the  rates  in  effect  immediately 
prior  thereto : 

HAGERSTOWN  LIGHT  AND  HEAT  COMPANY  OP 

WASHINGTON  COUNTY 

I 

Ejfective 
Prior  to 
April  Istf 
Monthly  Consumption  1918 

First      1,000  cubic  feet $1.25 

Next      1,000  "  "  1.15 

"         1.000  "  «  1.05 

1,000  "  " 95 

"          1,000  "  " 95 

5,000  "  " 85 

15,000  "  " 85 

"        25,000  **  " 80 

50,000  "  " 80 

«      100,000  "  " 80 

"      100,000  "  " 80 

Over  300,000  "  " 80 

Minimum  Monthly  Charge 25  .50  .50 

The  gross  rates  of  the  company  are  arid  were  10  cents  per  1,000 
cubic  feet  higher  than  those  shown  in  the  above  statement,  discount  of 
10  cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet  being  allowed  on  all  bills  paid  at  the  office 
of  the  company  on  or  before  the  15th  day  of  the  month  following  that 
for  which  the  bill  is  rendered. 

On  April  1st,  1918,  the  company  withdrew  secondary  rate  of  70 
cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet  on  all  domestic  consumption  over  3,000  cubic 
feet  per  month  in  houses  of  6  rooms  or  less,  with  1,000  cubic  feet  for 
each  additional  room,  established  May  1st,  1916.     In  automatically 


Ejfective 

Effective 

April  l8t, 

October  Ist, 

1918 

1918 

$1.35 

$1.40 

1.25 

1.40 

1.15 

1.40 

1.15 

1.40 

1.15 

1.40 

1.10 

1.35 

1.00 

1.35 

.95 

1.25 

.90 

1.15 

.85 

1.00 

.80 

.90 

.75 

.90 
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applying  same  to  the  then  customers  of  the  company  the  primary 
rating  was  taken,  subject  to  certain  limitations,  as  the  number  of  cubic 
feet,  of  consumption  in  corresponding  month  of  previous  year,  with 
the  right  to  change  to  room  basis. 

On  September  26th,  1918,  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  Hagerstown, 
acting  for  itself  and  in  behalf  of  all  the  consumers  of  ga^  within  the 
corporate  limits  of  Hagerstown,  filed  with  the  Conunission  a  protest 
against  the  rates  which  had  been  filed  with  the  Commission  to  become 
effective  on  October  1st,  1918.  This  protest  alleges,  among  other 
things,  that  there  had  been  no  change  in  conditions  which  would  jus- 
tify the  increase  proposed,  that  the  rates  had  been  increased  10  cents 
per  1,000  cubic  feet  but  a  few  weeks  before,  that  the  Gas  Company 
had  recently  leased  a  large  building  on  one  of  the  most  prominent 
streets  in  Hagerstown  at  a  very  large  annual  rental  and  that  in  addi- 
tion it  had  spent  large  sums  of  money  improving  said  building,  that 
the  accounts  of  the  Gas  Company  are  so  intermingled  with  the  ac- 
counts of  other  utilities  operated  by  the  same  interests  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  determine  the  exact  financial  conditions  of  the  respondent 
company,  and  concludes  with  a  prayer  to  the  Commission  &at  the 
increase  be  denied. 

Answer  denying  the  allegations  of  the  complaint  was  thereafter 
filed  by  the  Gas  Company,  and  the  case  was  thereupon  set  for  hearing 
before  the  Commission  on  December  20th,  1918,  and  subsequently  post- 
poned until  January  6th,  1919,  on  which  date  hearing  was  duly  had. 

At  the  hearing  the  respondent  filed  several  exhibits  showing  the 
result  of  its  operations  in  the  past,  the  increased  costs  of  labor  and 
supplies,  and  the  return  likely  to  be  yielded  under  the  rates  which 
became  effective  on  October  Ist,  last.  During  the  year  ended  Septem- 
ber 80th,  1918,  the  Gas  Company  sold  96,167,000  cubic  feet  of  gas  and 
had  a  deficit  of  17,471.75  after  making  allowances  of  $3,000.00  for 
depreciation  and  $780.00  to  amortize  bond  discount  and  paying  $14,- 
550.00  interest  on  bonds.  There  are  issued  and  outstanding  bonds  to 
the  amount  of  $291,000.00  face  value,  bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of 
5%  per  annum,  and  capital  stock  of  the  par  value  of  $200,000.00,  no 
dividend  being  paid  thereon. 

The  exhibits  aforesaid  and  oral  testimony  offered  at  the  hearing  in 
support  thereof  show  that  if  the  consumption  during  the  year  starting 
October  1st,  1918,  and  ending  September  30th,  1919,  is  the  same  as 
the  consumption  in  the  preceding  year,  96,167,000  cubic  feet,  the  Gas 
Company  will,  under  the  rate  schedule  which  became  effective  October 
1st,  1918,  operate  at  a  deficit  of  $168.00  after  making  the  same  allow- 
ances for  depreciation  and  amortization  and  payment  of  same  interest 
charges  as  in  the  previous  year.  In  estimating  the  operating  expenses 
for  this  year  the  Gas  Company  used  as  a  basis  the  labor  and  material 
costs  obtaining  in  the  month  of  August,  1918,  except  in  the  case  of  oil, 
the  cost  of  which  was  taken  as  11  cents  per  gallon,  which  is  the  con- 
tract price  for  the  year  covered  by  the  estimate.     Should  the  sales 
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show  a  normal  increase  of  about  15%,  making  the  total  sales  112,- 
160,000  cubic  feet,  it  is  estimated  that  there  would  remain  $9,648,00 
after  making  provision  for  depreciation,  amortization  and  interest 
charges.  It  would  seem  extremely  doubtful,  however,  that  the  Gas 
Company's  sales  during  the  ensuing  year  will  exceed  the  sales  during 
the  preceding  year,  by  very  much,  if  in  fact  there  is  any  increase  at  all. 
The  Gas  Company's  largest  customer  during  the  last  year  or  so  has  been 
engaged  largely  in  the  manufacture  of  munitions  of  war  and  its  use  of 
gas  has,  it  is  testified,  averaged  about  2,000,000  cubic  feet  per  month, 
but  since  the  signing  of  the  armistice  the  consumption  of  this  cus- 
tomer has  already  fallen  off  1,000,000  cubic  feet  per  month.  This 
means  that  the  normal  year  to  year  increase  must  first  absorb  this 
falling  off  of  1,000,000  cubic  feet  per  month,  or  12,000,000  cubic  feet 
for  the  year,  before  the  total  consumption  will  show  any  increase,  and 
for  this  reason  it  is  deemed  unlikely  that  there  will  be  any  substan- 
tial increase  in  the  consumption  during  the  coming  year. 

The  method  followed  by  the  Gas  Company  in  determining  its  prob- 
able operating  expenses  during  the  year  ending  September  30th,  1919, 
seems  proper,  and  the  allowance  for  depreciation  certainly  cannot  be 
attacked  as  being  excessive.  With  respect  to  the  charge  that  the  Gas 
Company  had  unnecessarily  incurred  additional  expense  when  it  re- 
^cently  leased  a  building  in  Hagerstown  for  office  and  salesroom  pur- 
poses, the  uncontradicted  testimony  is  to  the  effect  that  the  company 
was  compelled  to  vacate  the  building  formerly  occupied  by  it  and  that 
the  monthly  rental  paid  for  the  present  building  is  about  $10.00  less 
than  that  paid  for  the  building  formerly  occupied.  The  Gas  Company 
spent  about  $3,000.00  in  improving  the  property  and  adapting  same  to 
its  requirements,  which  amount  is  being  charged  to  oi>erating  ex- 
penses over  a  period  of  five  years  at  the  rate  of  $50.00  per  month.  The 
net  effect  of  this  is  to  make  the  total  charge  to  the  Gas  Company 
$40.00  per  month  more  than  formerly,  for  a  period  of  .five  years,  after' 
which  the  charge  will  be  $10.00  per  month  less  than  tne  rental  charge 
for  the  old  building,  if  the  lease  is  continued.  It  further  appears  that 
the  new  building  better  suits  the  purposes  of  the  Gas  Company,  in 
that  it  enables  it  to  have  its  office,  shop,  salesroom  and  storeroom 
under  one  roof.  While  the  respondent  did  not  in  these  proceedings 
attempt  to  establish  the  fair  value  of  its  property  used  and  useful  in 
the  public  service,  or  the  proper  rate  of  return  to  be  allowed  thereon, 
the  Commission  is  convinced  that  the  present  rates  will  not  produce 
an  excessive  return  upon  the  Gas  Company's  investment. 

The  Commission  therefore  finds  that  the  rates  established  by  the 
respondent  on  October  1st,  1918,  are  neither  unjust  nor  unreasonable. 
At  the  hearing  counsel  for  complainant  urged  that  should  the  Com- 
mission determine  that  the  present  rates  are  reasonable,  some  limit  in 
point  of  time  should  be  placed  thereupon,  and  suggested  that  the 
period  might  properly  be  made  the  same  as  the  time  limit  specified  in 
the  Act  of  Congress  jproviding  for  Federal  operation  of  the  railroads 
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of  the  country,  which  time  was  made  twenty-one  months  after  the 
ratification  of  the  treaty  of  peace.  The  Commission  feels  that  there  is 
merit  in  this  suggestion  and  will  accordingly  provide  in  its  order  that 
the  rates  shall  remain  in  effect  until  December  81st,  1920,  a  period  of 
slightly  less  than  two  years  from  the  present  date,  unless  earlier 
changed  by  further  order  of  the  Commission.  At  the  same  time  the 
Commission  will  require  the  Gas  Company  to  make  periodic  reports 
showing  its  operating  results,  so  that  the  Commission  will  be  in  a 
position  to  promptly  take  further  action  in  the  matter  should  the 
showing  made  under  the  existing  rates  make  such  action  possible  or 
desirable. 


ORDER  No.  4639 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  and  Protest  of  the  Mayor 
AND  Council  of  Hagerstown 


va. 


The  Hagerstown  Light  and  Heat 

Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1589. 


This  case  being  at  issue  upon  complaint  and  answer  on  file  and 
having  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties  and  full  investi- 
gation of  the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  had  and  the 
Commission,  on  the  date  hereof,  having  rendered  and  filed  an  opinion 
containing  its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  therein, 
.  It  Is,  Therefore,  This  27th  day  of  January,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Mary- 
land, 

tflDtbtttb*  (1)  That  the  rates  contained  in  Supplement  No.  1  to 
gas  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  7  of  the  Hagerstown  Light  and 
Heat  Company  of  Washing^ton  County,  filed  with  this  Commission  on 
August  31st,  1918,  to  become  effective  October  Ist,  1918,  be  and  they 
are  hereby  approved,  to  remain  effective  until  December  31st,  1920, 
unless  earlier  modified  or  changed  by  the  further  order  of  this  Com- 
mission. 

(2)  That  the  said  Hagerstown  Light  and  Heat  Company  of  Wash- 
ington County  shall  furnish  to  this  Commission  accurate  and  complete 
statements  under  oath  setting  forth  the  operating  and  other  receipts 
and  expenditures  of  said  company  for  the  six  months  ending  June 
30th,  1919,  as  soon  after  said  date  as  i>ossible,  and  thereafter  for  each 
six  month  period  and  for  any  other  period  which  this  Commission  may 
hereafter  require. 
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(3)  That  this  Commission  retains  jurisdiction  in  this  matter  to  the 
end  that  it  may  enter  such  further  order  or  orders  as  may  be  found 
necessary  in  view  of  the  results  shown  by  any  statement  or  state- 
ments filed  with  the  Commission  in  compliance  with  the  next  pre- 
ceding paragrraph  of  this  order. 


ORDER  No.  4645 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Conunission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1629. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Mortgage  from  the  Washington 
Railway  and  Electric  Company  to 
the  Mercantile  Trust  and  Deposit 
Company  of  Baltimore,  Dated  Decem- 
ber 2nd,  1918,  Given  to  Secure  an  Issue 
of  Five  Million  Dollars  of  Its  General 
Mortgage  Five  Year  Six .  Per  Cent. 
Gold  Bonds,  In  So  Far  As  Said  Mort- 
gage Will  Be  a  Lien  Upon  the  Fran- 
chises of  Said  Railway  Company 
Within  the  State  of  Maryland. 


The  application  of  the  Washington  Railway  and  Electric  Company 
filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland  in  the  above 
entitled  matter,  praying  the  approval  of  the  Commission  of  including 
in  its  General  Mortgage  dated  December  2nd,  1918,  its  franchises  in 
the  State  of  Maryland,  in  order  that  the  said  mortgage  may  be  a  lien 
thereon,  coming  on  to  be  heard;  and  it  appearing  to  the  Commission 
that  its  jurisdiction  in  the  matter  now  pending  before  it  is  limited  to 
the  consideration  of  whether  its  approval  should  be  given  to  the  as- 
signment and  transfer  by  way  of  mortgage  of  the  franchises  of  the 
Company  to  operate  within  the  State  of  Maryland;  and  it  further 
appearing  to  the  Commission  that  its  approval  of  said  assignment  and 
transfer  by  way  of  mortgage  is  proper  and  convenient  for  the  public 
service, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  28th  day  of  January,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Mary- 
land, 

!iSDctltt(tl»  That  the  approval  and  permission  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland  are  hereby  given  to  the  Washington  Railway 
and  Electric  Company,  the  petitioner  herein,  to  assign  and  transfer 
by  way  of  mortgage  at  the  present  time  its  franchises  to  operate  so 
far  as  the  same  applies  to  operation  within  the  State  of  Maryland, 

And  It  Is  Further  j3Dtlltt^b>  That  this  order  be  effective  as  of  the 
first  day  of  December,  1918. 
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ORDER  No.  4646 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  United  Rail- 
ways AND  Electric  Company  of  Bal- 
timore for  Permission  to  Make  a  Uni- 
form Increase  of  One  Cent  in  Cash 
Fares  Heretofore  Charged. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1568. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  the  PuBUC  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland 


V8. 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore,  With  Respect 
to  the  Fairness  and  Reasonableness  of 
Its  Proposed  General  Increase  in  Its 
Passenger  Rates. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1583. 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  having 
heretofore  filed  with  the  Commission  a  petition  praying  for  certain 
modifications  of  Order  No.  4608  passed  in  this  cause  on  January  7th^ 
1919,  it  is  upon  consideration  thereof,  this  28th  day  of  January,  in 
the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland, 

"SDttttttif  That  Sections  (b),  (c)  and  (d)  of  the  first  paragraph, 
and  the  whole  of  the  second  paragraph  of  Order  No.  4608  entered 
herein  by  this  Commission  on  January  7th,  1919,  be  and  they  are 
hereby  modified  and  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows : 

1.  (b)  Full  fare  and  half  fare  continuous  trip  tickets,  good  as  fare 
on  connecting  lines,  to  be  sold  on  the  lines  and  between  the  points,  on 
the  Company's  Gorsuch  Avenue,  East  Monument  Street  (Orange- 
viUe),  Third  and  8th  Streets,  Union  Avenue,  South  Charles  Street, 
'Walbrook-Hillsdale,  Shore  Line  and  Ferry  Bar  lines,  as  designated  in 
said  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8,  otherwise  the  regular  fare  to  be  col- 
lected between  the  points  so  designated. 

1.  (c)  Four  and  one-half  cents  when  paid  by  commutation  tickets 
sold  for  use  on  the  first  county  fare  zone  between  the  points  so  desig- 
nated in  the  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8,  aforesaid,  and  five  cents  when 
paid  by  commutation  tickets  sold  for  use  on  second  and  third  county 
fare  zones,  between  the  points  so  designated  in  said  schedule,  said 
commutation  tickets  to  be  sold  in  the  manner  and  subject  to  the  con- 
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ditions  set  forth  in  said  schedule  with  respect  thereto,  the  full  fare  in 
each  of  said  cases  otherwise  to  be  paid. 

1.  (d)  Four  and  one-half  cents  between  Sparrows  Point  and  Dun- 
dalk  and  four  and  one-half  cents  between  Dundalk  and  Highlandtown 
when  paid  by  employee's  tickets  from  20-trip  books  sold  in  lots  to  the 
Maryland  Steel  Company  for  distribution;  five  cents  between  Dondalk 
and  Highlandtown  and  five  cents  between  Highlandtown  and  city 
points,  when  paid  by  strip  tickets  sold  in  lots  to  the  Central  Foundry 
Company  for  distribution,  and  two  and  one-half  cents  on  the  Lakeside 
line  when  paid  by  tickets  from  200-trip  books  sold  to  the  landowners 
along  such  line,  all  such  tickets  to  be  subject  to  the  conditions  printed 
thereon  and  to  the  rules  of  the  Company  governing  the  use  thereof, 
the  full  fare  in  each  of  said  cases  otherwise  to  be  paid. 

2. '  That  from  and  after  the  hour  of  midnight  on  the  thirty-first  of 
December,  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nineteen,  said  Company's  right  and 
privilege  to  charge  and  collect  the  increased  fares  authorized  hereby 
shall  cease  and  determine  and  said  company  shall  thereupon  put  in 
force  and  effect  and  maintain  until  thereafter  lawfully  changed,  the 
schedule  of  fares  operative  on  the  thirtieth  of  September,  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Eighteen,  unless  this  Commission  shall,  in  the  mean- 
time, by  its  Order  in  writing  have  extended  or  superseded  this  Order; 
Provided,  however,  that  if  this  Order  has  not  been  so  extended  or 
superseded  and  there  shall  be  pending  on  December  thirty-first.  Nine- 
teen Hundred  and  Nineteen,  an  application  by  said  company  filed  be- 
fore November  thirtieth,  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nineteen,  for  a  con- 
tinuance in  whole  or  in  part  of  the  relief  hereby  gpranted,  then  the 
right  to  collect  the  fares  authorized  by  this  Order  shall  continue  until 
the  determination  by  the  Commission  of  said  pending  proceeding;  and 
Provided,  further,  that  in  case  of  any  proceeding  hereafter  for  the 
right  to  charge  and  collect  any  fares  in  excess  of  those  in  effect  on  the 
thirtieth  of  September,  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Eighteen,  the  burden 
of  proving  the  reasonableness  of  any  such  excess  fare  shall  be  and 
remain  on  said  Company. 

And  It  Is  Further  jQDtlltCCll^  That  except  as  hereby  modified  and 
amended  Order  No.  4608  aforesaid  shall  be  and  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect. 

And  It  Is  Further  j3Dt6^trt>  That  a  copy  of  this  order  be  forth- 
with served  upon  the  proper  officers  of  the  respondent.  The  United 
Railv/ays  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  and  that  said  Company^ 
within  ten  days  from  the  date  of  the  service  of  such  copy,  advise  this 
Commission  in  writing  whether  or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by 
Order  No.  4608  aforesaid  as  modified  and  amended  by  this  Order. 
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ORDER  No.  4652 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  Kmmitsburg  Railroad 
Ck>MPANY  and  Washington,  Brandy- 
wine  and  Point  Lookout  Railroad 
Company,  by  J.  E.  Fairbanks,  Their 
Agent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less  Than 
Statutory  Notice  Supplement  to  Stor- 
age Tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md.  S.  No.  1  Add- 
ing Said  Emmitsburg  Railroad  Com- 
pany and  Said  Washington,  Brandy- 
wine  and  Point  Lookout  Railroad  Com- 
pany As  Participating  Carriers  to  Said 
Tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md.  S.  No.  1. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  555. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
<x>n8ideration  thereof,  it  is  this  1st  day  of  February,  1919,  by  the  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

^ttlfttb^  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  Emmitsburg 
Hailroad  Company  and  Washington,  Brandywine  and  Point  Lookout 
Sailroad  Company  to  file  and  publish  on  five  days'  notice  to  the  Com- 
mission and  the  public,  supplement  to  storage  tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md.  S. 
No.  1  adding  said  Emmitsburg  Railroad  Company  and  said  Washing- 
ton, Brand3nvine  and  Point  Lookout  Railroad  Company  as  partici- 
pating carriers  to  said  tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  1. 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  ui>on 
issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 


M 


Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4652  of  date  February  Ist, 
1919." 
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ORDER  No.  4655 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  the  Western  Union 
Telegraph  Company  of  Baltimore 
City  for  an  Order  Permitting  and  Ap- 
proving the  Conveyance  and  Transfer 
of  Its  Property  to  the  Western  Union 
Telegraph  Vjompany. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1630. 


The  petition  of  the  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Balti- 
more City,  a  corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Maryland,  for  an  order  of  the  Commission  permitting  and  approving 
the  transfer  and  conveyance  by  it  of  all  of  its  poles,  wires  and  other 
property  to  the  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company,  a  corporation 
organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  New  York,  coming  on  to  be 
heard  after  due  notice  published  in  compliance  with  this  Commission's 
Order  No.  4640  passed  January  27th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion 
and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  hearing  that  the  transfer  and 
conveyance  for  which  the  Commission's  permission  and  approval  are 
asked  are  necessary  and  convenient  for  the  public  service, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  3rd  day  of  February,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

!!SDttl|tr(tl»  That  the  permission  and  approval  of  this  Commission 
are  hereby  granted  to  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Balti- 
more City  to  transfer  and  convey,  and  to  Western  Union  Telegraph 
Company  to  accept  and  acquire,  all  of  the  poles,  wires  and  other  prop- 
erty of  the  said  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company  of  Billtimore  City. 


ORDER  No.  4656 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Baltimore  and 
Ohio  Railroad  Company  for  Author- 
ity to  Issue  $20,000,000.00  of  Refund- 
ing and  General  Mortgage  Bonds. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Conunission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1643. 


Whereas,  This  Commission  on  June  26th,  1918,  entered  an  order 
approving  the  issue  and  sale  or  pledge  of  $20,000,000.00  of  the  Re- 
funding and  General  Mortgage  Bonds  of  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio 
Railroad  Company,  said  bonds  to  be  issued  as  a  part  of  Series  A 
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bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  6%  per  annum,  none  of  which  bonds 
haye  been  issued,  and  said  company  desires  to  have  said  order  amended 
so  as  to  permit  it  to  issue  said  bonds  as  a  part  of  Series  B  bearing 
interest  at  the  rate  of  6%  per  annum,  and  the  Commission  is  of  opin- 
ion that,  in  view  of  the  higher  rates  of  interest  generally  prevailing, 
snch  application  should  be  granted  and  that  the  issue  of  such  bonds  is 
reasonably  required  for  the  purjMses  of  said  corporation. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  3rd  day  of  February,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

Wttttttif  That  the  issue  and  sale  or  pledge  of  $20,000,000.00  of 
said  Refunding  and  General  Mortgage  Bonds  as  a  part  of  Series  B 
bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  6%  per  annum,  in  lieu  of  the  issue  of 
said  bonds  as  a  part  of  Series  A  bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  6% 
per  annum;  the  coupon  bonds  of  said  Series  B  to  be  dated  February 
1st,  1919;  all  bonds  to  mature  December  1st,  1995;  interest  to  be  pay- 
able semi-annually  on  February  1st  and  August  1st  of  each  year,  and 
to  be  redeemable  on  or  after  June  Ist,  1925,  at  a  premium  of  5%,  is 
hereby  approved. 


ORDBR  No.  4657 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Baltimore  and 
Ohio  Railroad  Company  for  Author- 
ity to  Issue  $10,284,384.63  of  Its  Re- 
funding and  General  Mortgage  Bonds, 
Series  A. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1460. 


Whereas,  This  Commission  on  January  24th,  1918,  entered  an  order 
approving  the  issue  and  sale  or  pledge  of  $10,284,384.63  of  the  Re- 
funding and  General  Mortgage  Bonds  of  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio 
Railroad  Company,  said  bonds  to  be  issued  as  a  part  of  Series  A  bear- 
ing interest  at  the  rate  of  5%  per  annum,  and  said  company  desires 
to  have  said  bonds  canceled  and  other  bonds  issued  in  exchange  there- 
for bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  6%  per  annum,  and  the  Commis- 
sion is  of  opinion  that,  in  view  of  the  higher  r^tes  of  interest  gener- 
ally prevailing,  such  application  should  be  granted  and  that  the  issue 
of  such  bonds  is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corpora- 
tion. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  3rd  day  of  February,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Conmiission  of  Maryland, 

iDtittttif  T^^^t  the  application  of  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company  to  have  said  $10,284,384.63  of  its  Refunding  and  General 
Mortgage  Bonds,  Series  A,  canceled,  and  a  like  or  equivalent  aggre- 


88 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 


crate  principal  amount  of  Refunding  and  General  Mortgage  Bonds^ 
Series  B,  issued  in  exchangre  therefor  bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of 
6%  per  annum;  the  coupon  bonds  of  said  Series  B  to  be  dated  Feb- 
ruary Isty  1919;  all  bonds  to  mature  December  1st,  1995;  interest  to 
be  payable  semi-annually  on  February  1st  and  August  1st  of  each 
year,  and  to  be  redeemable  on  or  after  June  1st,  1926,  at  a  premium 
of  5%,  is  hereby  approved. 


ORDER  No.  4658 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Sausbury  Light, 
Heat  and  Power  Ck)MPANY  for  Au- 
thority to  Issue  $47,000.00  Par  Value 
of  Its  Refunding  Mortgage  Bonds. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1625. 


Whereas,  The  Salisbury  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  a  cor- 
poration organized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Mary- 
land, has  applied  to  this  Commission  for  authority  to  issue  its  Thirty- 
Six  Year  Six  Per  Centum  Refunding  Mortgage  Gold  Bonds  of  the 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  Ninety-two  Thousand  Five  Hundred 
Dollars  ($92,500.00),  being  part  of  a  total  authorized  issue  of  Five 
Hundred  Thousand  Dollars  ($500,000.00)  secured  by  mortgage  or  deed 
of  trust  dated  October  1st,  1918,  upon  the  property,  rights  and  fran- 
chises of  the ,  said  Salisbury  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  to 
Philadelphia  Trust  Company,  Trustee,  a  copy  of  which  mortgage  or 
deed  of  trust  is  filed  in  these  proceedings,  and  of  the  bonds  so  issued 
to  deliver  to  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  a  cor- 
poration organized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware, bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Forty-seven 
Thousand  Dollars  ($47,000.00),  in  exchange  for  Six  Per  Centum  First 
Mortgage  and  Collateral  Trust  Bonds  of  said  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas 
and  Electric  Company  of  like  principal  amount,  and  to  sell  the  bonds 
so  obtained  in  exchange  at  not  less  than  86%  of  the  par  value  thereof » 
the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  said  bonds  to  be  used  for  the  discharge 
or  lawful  refunding  of  said  company's  obligations  incurred  in  making 
betterments,  improvements  and  additions  to  its  plant  and  distributing 
system  and  for  the  improvement  and  maintenance  of  its  service  since 
May  1st,  1915,  as  more  particularly  set  forth  and  described  in  petition 
herein,  and  to  issue  the  remaining  bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal 
amount  of  Forty-five  Thousand  Five  Hundred  Dollars  ($45,500.00) 
when  and  as  needed  for  the  purpose  of  refunding  bonds  of  the  appli- 
cant of  like  aggregate  principal  amount  dated  December  2nd,  1901, 
payable  December  1st,  1921,  bearing  interest  at  rate  of  Five  Per 
Centum  per  annum,  now  outstanding,  and 
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Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  January 
28th«  1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Com- 
mission's Order  No.  4627  passed  January  20th,  1919,  and  the  hearing 
having  been  continued  to  February  3rd,  1919,  upon  request  of  the 
applicant,  on  which  date  the  application  was  duly  heard,  and  it  being 
the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  investigation  that' 
the  use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue,  exchange  and  sale  of 
said  bonds  is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corparation, 
to  wit:  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations,  incurred 
in  making  expenditures  for  proper  cori)orate  capital  purposes. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  3rd  day  of  February,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtt^tttlif  1*  That  the  issue  by  the  Salisbury  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Comi)any  of  its  Thirty-six  Year  Six  Per  Centum  Refunding  Mortgage. 
Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Ninety-two  Thou- 
sand Five  Hundred  Dollars  ($92,500.00),  and  the  delivery  of  said  bonds 
of  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Forty-seven  Thousand .  Dollars 
($47,000.00)  to  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company  in 
exchange  for  Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgage  and  Collateral  Trust 
Bonds  of  said  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  0)mpany  of  like, 
principal  amount  and  the  sale  of  the  bonds  so  obtained  in  exchange ^ 
at  not  less  than  86%  of  the  par  value  thereof,  for  the  purposes  in 
said  application  set  forth,  the  remaining  bonds  of  the  aggregate; 
principal  amount  of  Forty-five  Thousand  Five  Hundred  Dollars 
($45,500.00^)  to  be  issued  when  and  as  needed  for  the  purpose  of 
refunding  bonds  of  the  applicant  of  like  aggregate  principal  amount, 
dated  December  2nd,  1901,  payable  December  1st,  1921,  bearing  interest^ 
at  rate  of  Five  Per  (]entum  per  annum,  now  outstanding,  be  and  the. 
same  is  hereby  authorized  and  approved. 

2.  That  the  said  Salisbury  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  shall, 
make  reports  to  this  Commission,  duly  verified  by  affidavits,  upon  the 
issue  and  exchange  of  its  bonds,  authorized  and  approved  as  aforesaid,' 
or  any  part  thereof,  and  the  sale  of  the  bonds  so  obtained  in  exchange, 
or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  issue,  exchange  and  sale  or  sales, 
the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  the  amount  realized  therefrom,  and 
the  obligations  of  said  company  refunded  with  the  bonds  issued  under 
the  authority  of  this  order  or  with  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  or  sales 
of  said  bonds  or  with  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  or  sales  of  the  bonds: 
secured  in  exchange  for  the  bonds  of  the  applicant  company. 
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ORDER  No.  4669 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Peninsular 
Light  and  Power  Company  for  Au- 
thority to  Issue  $2,000.00  Par  Value 
of  Its  First  Mortgage  Bonds. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1626. 


,  Whereas,  The  Peninsular  Light  and  Power  Company,  a  corporation 
organized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  has 
applied  to  this  Commission  for  authority  to  issue  its  Thirty-six  Year 
Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgage  Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal 
amount  of  Two  Thousand  Dollars  (|2,000.00),  being  part  of  a  total 
authorized  issue  of  Two  Hundred  Thousand  Dollars  ($200,000.00) 
secured  by  mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  dated  October  1st,  1918,  upon  the 
property,  rights  and  franchises  of  said  The  Peninsular  Light  and 
Power  Company  to  Philadelphia  TVust  Company,  Trustee,  ^opy  of 
which  mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  is  filed  in  these  proceedings,  and  to 
deliver  said  bonds  to  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  a 
corporation  org^anized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Delaware,  in  exchange  for  Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgage  and  Col- 
lateral T^st  Bonds  of  said  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  of  like  principal  amount,  and  to  sell  the  bonds  so  obtained 
in  exchange  at  not  less  than  86%  of  the  par  value  thereof,  the  pro- 
ceeds from  the  sale  of  said  bonds  to  be  used  for  the  discharge  or 
lawful  refunding  of  said  company's  obligations  incurred  in  making 
betterments,  improvements  and  additions  to  its  plant  and  distributing 
system,  and  for  the  improvement  and  maintenance  of  its  service  since 
July  1st,  1916,  as  more  particularly  set  forth  and  described  in  petition 
herein,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  January 
28th,  1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Com- 
mission's Order  No.  4628  passed  January  20th,  1919,  and  the  hearing 
having  been  continued  to  February  3rd,  1919,  upon  request  of  the 
applicant,  on  which  date  the  application  was  duly  heard,  and  it  being 
the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  investigation  that  the 
use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue,  exchange  and  sale  of 
said  bonds  is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation, 
to  wit:  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations  incurred  in 
making  expenditures  for  proper  corporate  capital  purposes, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  3rd  day  of  February,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbtttt^p  !•  That  the  issue  by  The  Peninsular  Light  and  Power 
Company  of  its  Thirty-six  Year  Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgage  Gold 
Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Two  Thousand  Dollars 
($2,000.00),  and  the  delivery  of  said  bonds  to  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas 
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and  Electric  Company  in  exchange  for  Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgage 
and  Collateral  Trust  Bonds  of  said  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Elec- 
tric Company  of  like  principal  amount,  and  the  sale  of  the  bonds  so 
.obtained  in  exchange  at  not  less  than  86%  of  the  par  value  thereof, 
for  the  purposes  in  said  application  set  forth,  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  authorized  and  approved. 

2.  That  said  The  Peninsular  Light  and  Power  Company  shall  make 
reports  to  this  Commission,  duly  verified  by  affidavits,  upon  the  issue 
and  exchange  of  its  bonds,  authorized  and  approved  as  aforesaid,  or 
any  part  thereof,  and  the  sale  of  the  bonds  so  obtained  in  exchange, 
or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  issue,  exchange  and  sale  or  sales, 
the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  the  ampunt  realized  therefrom,  and 
the  obligations  of  said  company  refunded  with  the  proceeds  of  the 
sale  or  sales  of  the  bonds  secured  in  exchange  for  the  bonds  of  the 
applicant  company. 


ORDER  No.  4663 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  Capital  Trachon 
Company  for  Permission  Under  Sec- 
tion 15  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less 
Than  Statutory  Notice  Supplement 
No.  1  to  Petitioner's  Passenger  Rate 
Schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  2. 


Before  tj^e 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No  656. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  8th  day  of  February,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtittttif  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  The  Capital 
Traction  Company  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to  the  Com- 
mission and  the  public.  Supplement  No.  1  to  petitioner's  passenger 
rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  2, 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following 
notation: 

"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4663  of  date  February  8th, 
1919."  -w 
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ORDER  No.  4665 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Dorchester 
Water  Company,  a  Corporation  Under 
the  Laws  of  Maryland,  for  Authority 
to  Issue  Additional  Capital  Stock  to 
the  Amount  of  $12,800.00  Par  Value 
for  the  Purpose  of  Making:  Extensions 
and  Improvements  to  Its  Property. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1632. 


Whereas,  The  Dorchester  Water  Company,  a  corporation  organized 
and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  has  applied  to 
this  Commission  for  authority  to  issue  its  capital  stock  in  the  amount 
of  Twelve  Thousand  Eight  Hundred  Dollars  ($12,800.00),  includini^ 
capital  stock  in  the  amount  of  Twenty-one  Hundred  and  Ten  Dollars 
($2,110.00)  heretofore  authorized  by  this  Commission  but  not  re- 
quired or  issued  by  the  applicant  for  the  purposes  heretofore  author- 
ized, the  proceeds  from  the  sale  thereof  to  be  used  to  reimburse  said 
company  for  expenditures  incurred  in  the  acquisition  of  property, 
the  construction,  completion,  extension  and  improvement  of  its  plant 
and  distributing  system,  and  for  the  improvement  and  maintenance 
of  its  service  since  January  1st,  1915,  and  for  the  acquisition  of 
property,  the  construction,  completion,  extension  and  improvement 
of  its  plant  and  distributing  system,  and  for  the  improvement  and 
maintenance  of  its  service,  as  more  particularly  set  forth  and  described 
in  petition  herein,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard  after 
due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No. 
4661  passed  January  30th,  1919,  and.  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding 
of  the  Commission  after  investigation  that  the  use  of  the  capital  to 
be  secured  by  the  issue  and  sale  of  said  stock  is  reasonably  required 
for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  12th  day  of  February,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtlltCttit,  1-  That  the  issue  and  sale  at  par  for  cash  by  said  The 
Dorchester  Water  Company  of  its  capital  stock  in  the  amount  of 
Twelve  Thousand  Eight  Hundred  Dollars  ($12,800.00)  be  and  the  same 
is  hereby  authorized  and  approved. 

2.  That  said  The  Dorchester  Water  Company  shall  make  reports  to 
this  Commission,  duly  verified  by  affidavits,  as  follows: 

(a)  Upon  the  sale  for  cash  of  its  stock,  authorized  and  approved  as 
aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  sale  or  sales,  the 
terms  and  conditions  thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom. 

(b)  At  the  termination  of  each  and  every  period  of  six  months  from 
the  date  of  this  order,  the  disposition  and  use  made  of  the  proceeds 
of  said  stock,  and  the  facts  and  circumstances  as  to  the  property 
acquired  and  the  construction,  completion,  extension  and  improvement 
of  its  facilities,  and  the  improvement  and  maintenance  of  its  service. 
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ORDER  No.  4666 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  the  Idlewild  Elec- 
tric Light,  Heat  and  Power  Com- 
pany OF  Federalsburg,  Maryland,  for 
Authority  to  Issue  Its  First  Mortgage 
Bonds  to  the  Amount  of  $6,000  Par 
Value. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1633. 


Whereas,  The  Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company 
of  Federalsburg,  Maryland,  a  corporation  organized  and  existing 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commis- 
sion for  authority  to  issue  its  Forty  Year  Six  Per  Centum  First  Mort- 
gage Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Six  Thousand 
Dollars  ($6,000.00),  being  part  of  a  total  authorized  issue  of  One 
Hundred  and  Fifty  Thousand  Dollars  ($150,000.00)  secured  by  mort- 
gage or  deed  of  trust  dated  April  1st,  1916,  upon  the  property,  rights 
and  franchises  of  the  said  Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
(Company  of  Federalsburg,  Maryland,  to  Philadelphia  Trust  Company, 
Trustee,  copy  of  which  mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  has  heretofore  been 
filed  with  this  Commission  in  Case  No.  1106,  and  to  deliver  said  bonds 
to  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  a  corporation  organ- 
ized and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  in  exchange 
for  Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgage  and  Collateral  Trust  Bonds  of 
said  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company  of  like  principal 
amount,  and  to  sell  the  bonds  so  obtained  in  exchange  at  not  less  than 
Eighty-six  Per  Centum  of  the  par  value  thereof,  th6  proceeds  from  the 
sale  of  said  bonds  to  be  used  for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of 
said  company's  obligations  incurred  in  making  betterments,  improve- 
ments and  additions  to  its  plant  and  distributing  system  and  for  the 
improvement  and  maintenance  of  its  service  since  December  1st,  1915, 
as  more  particularly  set  forth  and  described  in  petition  herein,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard, 
after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order 
No.  4653  passed  February  1st,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and 
finding  of  the  Commission  after  investigation  that  the  use  of  the 
capital  to  be  secured  by  the  i^sue,  exchange  and  sale  of  said  bonds  is 
reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation,  to  wit:  the 
discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations  incurred  in  making 
expenditures  for  proper  corporate  capital  purposes. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  12th  day  of  February,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

Wttttthf.  !•  That  the  issue  by  Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  and 
Power  Company  of  Federalsburg,  Maryland,  of  its  Forty  Year  Six 
Per  Centum  First  Mortgage  Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggn^egate  principal 
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amount  of  Six  Thousand  Dollars  ($6,000.00),  and  the  delivery  of  said, 
bonds  to  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company  in  exchange 
for  Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgage  and  Collateral  Trust  Bonds  of 
said  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company  of  like  principal 
amount  and  the  sale  of  the  bonds  so  obtained  in  exchange  at  not  less 
than  Eighty-six  Per  Centum  of  the  par  value  thereof,  for  the  purposes 
in  said  application  set  forth,  l^e  and  the  same  is  hereby  authorized  and 
approved. 

2.  That  the  said  Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company 
of  Federalsburg,  Maryland,  shall  make  reports  to  this  Commission , 
duly  verified  by  affidavits,  upon  the  issue  and  exchange  of  its  bonds, 
authorized  and  approved  as  aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  and  the 
sale  of  the  bonds  so  obtained  in  exchange,  or  any  part  thereof,  the 
fact  of  such  issue,  exchange  and  sale  or  sales,  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions thereof,  the  amount  realized  therefrom,  and^  the  obligations  of 
said  company  refunded  with  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  or  sales  of  the 
bonds  secured  in  exchange  for  the  bonds  of  the  applicant  company. 


ORDER  No.  4667 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Cambridge  Gas, 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
for  Authority  to  Issue  Its  First  and 
Refunding  Mortgage  Bonds  to  the 
Amount  of  $17,000  Par  Value. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission: 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1634. 


Whereas,  The  Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 
a  corporation  organized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for  authority  to  issue  its 
Thirty-nine  Year  Six  Per  Centum  First  and  Refunding  Mortgage 
Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Seventeen  Thousand 
Dollars  ($17,000.00),  being  part  of  a  total  authorized  issue  of  Three 
Hundred  and  Fifty  Thousand  Dollars  ($350,000.00)  secured  by  mort- 
gage or  deed  of  trust  dated  June  1st,  1916,  upon  the  property,  rights- 
and  franchises  of  the  said  Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  and  Power 
Company  to  Philadelphia  Trust  Company,  Trustee,  a  copy  of  which 
mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  has  heretofore  been  filed  with  this  Commis- 
sion in  Case  No.  1127,  and  to  deliver  said  bonds  to  The  Eastern  Shore 
Gas  and  Electric  Company,  a  corporation  organized  and  existing- 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware,  in  exchange  for  Six  Per- 
Centum  First  Mortgage  and  Collateral  Trust  Bonds  of  said  The  East- 
ern Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company  of  like  principal  amount,  and  to* 
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sell  the  bonds  so  obtained  in  exchange  at  not  less  than  86  Per  Centum 
•of  the  par  value  thereof,  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  said  bonds  to 
be  used  for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  said  company's 
obligations  incurred  in  making  betterments,  improvements  and  addi- 
tions to  its  plant  and  distributing  system  and  for  the  improvement 
and  maintenance  of  its  service  since  May  Ist,  1915,  as  more  particu- 
larly set  forth  and  described  in  petition  herein,  and   * 

Whereas,  The  application  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard, 
after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's 
Order  No.  4654  passed  February  1st,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion 
and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  investig^ation  that  the  use  of  the 
capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue,  exchange  and  sale  of  said  bonds  is 
reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation,  to  wit: 
the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations  incurred  in 
jnaking  expenditures  for  proper  corporate  capital  purposes. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  12th  day  of  February,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

^tbttt&f  1*  That  the  issue  by  Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  and 
Power  Company  of  its  Thirty-nine  Year  Six  Per  Centiim  First  Mort- 
gage and  Refunding  Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggreg^ate  principal  amount 
of  Seventeen  Thousand  Dollars  ($17,000.00),  and  the  delivery  of  said 
bonds  to  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company  in  exchange 
for  Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgage  and  Collateral  Trust  Bonds  of 
said  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company  of  like  principal 
.amount  and  the  sale  of  the  bonds  so  obtained  in  exchange  at  not  less 
than  Eighty-six  Per  Centum  of  the  par  value  thereof,  for  the  pur- 
fx>Bes  in  said  application  set  forth,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  author- 
ized and  approved. 

2.  That  the  said  Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany shall  make  reports  to  this  Conunission,  duly  verified  by  affida- 
vits, upon  the  issue  and  exchange  of  its  bonds,  authorized  and  ap- 
proved as  aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  and  the  sale  of  the  bonds  so 
obtained  in  exchange,  or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  issue, 
exchange  and  sale  or  sales,  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  the 
amount  realized  therefrom,  and  the  obligations  of  said  company  re- 
funded with  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  or  sales  of  the  bonds  secured  in 
exchange  for  the  bonds  of  the  applicant  company. 
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ORDER  No.  4669 


In  the  Matter  of 

I 
The  Complaint  of  the  Town  of  Kensing- 
ton, By  Its-  Mayor  and  Council, 

Capital  Traction  Company  op 
Washington. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  CommiBsion 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1599. 


Whereas,  This  case  involving  the  reasonableness  of  the  fares  estab- 
lished  by  the  respondent,  The  Capital  Traction  Company,  by  its  rate 
schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  2,  effective  November  1st,  1918,  being  at 
issue  upon  complaint  and  answer  on  file  and  having  been  duly  heard 
and  submitted  by  the  parties  and  the  complainant  and  other  protest- 
ants,  by  their  attorneys  of  record,  having  at  the  hearing  of  this  case 
at  Chevy  Chase,  Maryland,  on  February  6th,  1919,  expressed  them- 
selves as  satisfied  with  the  modified  rates  of  fare  which  the  respondent 
at  that  time  offered  to  establish  and  which  said  modified  rates  of  fare 
were  thereafter  filed  with  the  Commission  on  February  8th,  1919,  and 
made  effective  February  10th,  1919, 

It  Is,  Therefo&e,  This  13th  day  of  February,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

^tbtt^b^  That  the  above  entitled  case  be  and  it  is  hereby  entered 
as  satisfied  and  closed. 


ORDER  No.  4670 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Hagerstown 
AND  Frederick  Railway  Company  for 
Authority  to  Issue  $100,000.00,  Par 
Value,  of  Its  First  and  Refunding 
Bonds. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1635. 


The  above  entitled  matter  having  this  day  come  on  for  hearing  after 
due  notice  published  in  compliance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No. 
4664,  passed  February  10th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  findings 
of  the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  issue  by  the  applicant, 
The  Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Railway  Company,  of  $100,000.00  face 
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amount  of  its  First  and  Refunding  Mortgage  Thirty- Year  Sinking 
Fund  Gold  Bonds,  Six  Per  Cent.  Series,  is  reasonably  required  for  the 
purposes  of  said  corporation, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  14th  day  of  February,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

idDtbttftly  That  the  applicant,  The  Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Rail- 
way Company,  be  and  it  is  hereby  authorized  to  issue  and  deliver  not 
exceeding  $100,000.00,  face  amount,  of  its  First  and  Refunding  Mort- 
gage Thirty- Year  Sinking  Fund  Gold  Bonds,  Six  Per  Cent.  Series,  and 
to  use  the  same  for  collateral  purposes  as  mentioned  in  said  petition, 
and  with  the  further  right  to  the  said  Company  to  sell  and  dispose  of 
the  said  bonds,  or  any  part  thereof,  at  any  time,  at  not  less  than  95% 
of  the  face  value  of  the  same;  the  proceeds  to  be  applied  as  in  said 
petition  set  forth,  the  Commission  having  determined  that  the  use  of 
the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  of  said  bonds  is  reasonably  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  said  company,  to  wit:  the  lawful  discharge 
and  refunding  of  its  obligations  incurred  in  making  expenditures  for 
proper  corporate  capital  purposes. 

It  Is  Further  jQDctlttttl^  That  The  Hagerstown  and  Frederick 
Railway  Company  report  to  this  Commission  the  fact  of  the  issuance 
and  delivery  of  said  bonds,  and  if  the  same  are  sold,  the  amount 
thereof  so  sold  and  the  price  obtained  therefor. 


OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 
The  Complaint  of  F.  G.  Heaton,  et  Al., 

V8, 

Washington  and  Rockville  Railway 

Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

V 

Case  No.  1622. 


Appearances: 

Joseph  S.  Goldsmith,  Esq.,  Assistant  General  Counsel  of  the 

Commission. 
Morgan  H.  Beach,  Esq.,  representing  the  complainants. 
S.  R.  Bowen,  Esq.,  representing  the  respondent. 

By  the  Commission.  Filed  February  ^th,  1919. 

On  November  6th,  1919,  there  was  filed  with  the  Commission  a  letter 
8ifi:ned  by  Mr.  Heaton.  advising  that  a  meeting  of  residents  of  Mont- 
gomery County^  Maryland,  had  been  held  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  on 
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the  night  of  November  4th,  and  that  Mr.  Heaton  had  been  authorized 
and  instructed  by  those  present  at  said  meeting  to  file  a  protest  with, 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland  against  the  increase  in 
fares  proposed  by  the  Washington  and  Rockville  Railway  Company  (in 
error  stated  as  the  Washington  Railway  and  Electric  Company)  and 
that  the  Commission  be  requested  to  withhold  its  approval  of  the 
increased  fares  until  such  time  as  the  protestants  had  been  given 
opportunity  to  appear  before  the  Commission  in  support  of  their 
protests. 

Under  the  terms  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  conmion 
carriers  are  not  required  to  obtain  the  approval  of  the  Commission 
before  making  changes,  either  increases  or  decreases,  in  existing  ratea 
and  fares  except  where  the  rates  or  fares  it  is  desired  to  change  have 
themselves  been  established  by  the  Commission.  Section  15  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Law  provides  in  part  as  follows: — 

''Unless  the  Commission  otherwise  orders,  no  change  shall 
be  made  in  any  rate,  fare  or  charge,  or  joint  rate,  fare  or 
charge,  which  shall  have  been  filed  and  published  by  a  com- 
mon carrier  in  compliance  with  the  requirements  of  this  Act, 
except  after  thirty  days'  notice  to  the  Commission  and  pub- 
lication for  thirty  days,  as  required  by  Section  25  of  this  Act, 
which  shall  plainly  state  the  changes  proposed  to  be  made  in 
the  schedule  then  in  force,  and  the  time  when  the  changed 
rate,  fare  or  charge  will  go  into  effect,  and  all  proposed 
changes  shall  be  shown  by  printing,  filing  and  publishing  new 
schedules,  or  shall  be  plainly  indicated  upon  the  schedules 
in  force  at  the  time  and  kept  open  to  public  inspection.  The 
Commission,  for  good  cause  shown,  may  allow  changes  in 
rates  without  requiring  the  thirty  days'  notice  and  publica- 
tion herein  provided  for  by  duly  filing  and  publishing,  in  such 
manner  as  it  may  direct,  an  order  specifying  the  change  so 
made  and  the  time  when  it  shall  take  effect;  all  such  changes 
shall  be  immediately  indicated  upon  its  schedule  by  the  com- 
mon carrier." 

Acting  under  authority  of  the  above  provision  of  the  law,  the 
Washington  and  Rockville  Railway  Company  on  October  30th,  1918, 
filed  with  the  Commission  its  tariff  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  3  to 
become  effective  December  1st,  1918,  canceling  tariff  schedule  P.  S.  C. 
Md.  No.  2  of  that  company.  Both  schedules  were  concurred  in  by  the 
Georgetown  and  Tennalltown  Railway  Company,  under  concurrence  of 
that  company  filed  with  the  Commission  as  required  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  Act.  The  Commission  is  powerless  to  suspend 
the  application  of  tariffs  publishing  increased  rates,  fares  and  charges 
filed  with  it  pending  the  determination  of  complaints  and  investiga- 
tions involving  the  reasonableness  thereof,  and  to  remedy  the  situation 
in  this  respect  the  Commission  has  endeavored  to  have  an  amendment 
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enacted  at  each  session  of  the  General  Assembly  since  the  creation 

of  the  Commission  giving  it  the  power  of  suspension,  but  has  been 
unsuccessful  in  its  efforts.  Consequently  the  increased  fares  pub- 
lished in  tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  S  became  operative  on  December  1st, 
1918. 

A  number  of  other  patrons  wrote  to  the  Commission  protesting 
against  the  increased  fares,  some  of  which  complaints  also  involve 
the  adequacy  of  the  service  of  the  respondent.  One  effect  of  the 
aforesaid  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  3  was  to  discontinue  the  sale. of 
monthly  commutation  books,  containing  26  round  trips,  and  family 
conunutation  books  containing  40  single  trip  tickets,  theretofore  sold 
between  certain  Maryland  points,  and  to  very  materially  increase  the 
rates  charged  for  monthly  school  commutation  books  containing  22 
round  trips,  the  rates  for  which  tickets,  as  well  as  for  single  trip 
tickets,  had  been  prescribed  by  the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland, 
sessions  of  1910  and  1912.  The  right  of  the  railway  company  to 
increase  the  fares  theretofore  established  by  the  General  Assembly 
was  questioned  by  certain  of  the  protestants  and  the  Commission 
thereupon  referred  the  matter  to  its  General  Counsel  for  advice  re- 
specting this  phase  of  the  situation,  and  on  November  7th,  1918, 
General  Counsel  Bruce  filed  his  Opinion  No.  369,  wherein  he  held  that: 


''In  my  opinion,  both  of  these  enactments  (1910  and  1912) 
are  unconstitutional  and  void,  so  far  as  they  attempt  to 
prescribe  fare  zones  and  to  fix  rates  for  the  Railway  Com- 
pany, because  they  violate  the  provisioj^s  of  Section  33  of 
Article  3  of  the  Maryland  State  Constitution,  which  declare: 

'And  the  General  Assembly  shall  pass  no  special  law  for 
any  case  for  which  provision  has  been  made  by  any  existing 
general  lafw.' 

When  the  Act  of  1910  was  approved,  on  April  11th,  1910, 
the  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  which  was  approved  on 
April  5th,  1910,  was  already  on  the  statute  book.    .    . 


»> 


The  answers  of  the  respondent  not  being  satisfactory,  the  case  was 
set  for  hearing  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  and  the  Assistant  General 
Counsel  of  the  Commission  was  assigned  to  represent  and  assist  the 
complainants  in  the'  presentation  and  prosecution  of  their  complaint. 
Hearing  was  held  on  February  4th,  1919,  and  opportunity  given  all 
persons  to  present  such  testimony  and  evidence  as  they  might  deem 
desirable. 

The  line  of  the  respondent  from  District  Line  to  Rockville,  Mary- 
land, is  approximately  10^  miles  in  leng^th,  being  divided  into  four 
zones,  the  cash  fare  for  each  zone  having  been  increased  from  5  cents 
to  6  cents  on  December  1st,  last.  The  increase  on  school  tickets  made 
effective  on  same  date  was  as  follows: 


;  THpe) 

Increase 

Present 

Amount 

Per  Cent. 

$1.85 

%  .92 

100 

2.38 

.51 

27 

3.56 

.76 

27 

4.75 

1.01 

27 
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Rates  Per  Book 
(22  Rou\ 
Former 

Through  one  zone $  .93 

"         two  zones 1.87 

"         three  zones . . .  2.80 

"         four  zones... .  8.74 

* 

A  statement  just  submitted  by  the  respondent  in  compliance  with 
request  of  the  Commission  shows  that  of  a  total  of  56  monthly  school 
commutation  tickets  sold  during  the  past  month  48  were  for  use  In 
one  zone,  four  for  use  in  two  zones,  one  for  use  in  three  zones  and 
three  for  use  in  four  zones.  From  this  it  will  be  seen  that  the  rate 
charged  for  these  books  was  increased  almost  four  times  as  much 
for  travel  in  one  zone,  where  almost  90%  of  the  books  are  used,  as 
were  the  rates  for  travel  in  two,  three  or  four  zones.  At  the  hearing 
a  large  amount  of  testimony  was  directed  against  the  increase  in  the 
rates  charged  for  these  school  tickets.  In  point  of  fact,  aside  from  the 
travel  of  those  using  school  tickets,  there  is  comparatively  little  Mary- 
land intrastate  traffic  moving  over  the  line  of  the  respondent,  it  being 
estimated  that  95%  of  the  total  traffic  is  to  and  from  Washington,  D.  C, 
and  consequently  interstate  in  character.  The  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  has  recently  permitted  the  respondent  to  increase  its  rates 
of  fare  on  such  traffic,  the  increased  interstate  fares  becoming  effective 
on  January  Ist,  1919.  The  interstate  one-way  fares  are  based  upon 
the  Maryland  zone  fares,  plus  5  cents  to  cover  transportation  within 
the  District  of  Columbia.  For  example,  the  intrastate  fare  between 
the  District  Line  and  Rockville  (through  four  fare  zones)  is  24  cents, 
and  the  interstate  fare  between  Washington,  D.  C,  and  Rockville  is 
29  cents.  If  the  Commission  should  attempt  to  reduce  the  zone  fares 
in  Maryland  the  result  would  be  to  defeat  the  through  rate  of  fare 
permitted  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  (Commission,  and  thus  create 
a  situation  similar  to  that  in  the  so-called  ''Shreveport  (}ase"  (Houston 
East  and  West  Texas  Railway  (Company  and  Houston  and  Shreveport 
Railroad  Company,  et  al.,  vs.  United  States  Interstate  Commerce 
(Commission,  et  al.,  234  U.  S.  342)  in  which  case  it  was  held  that  the 
railroad  companies  were  not  required  to  observe  the  intrastate  rates 
established  by  the  state  authorities  where  to  do  so  would  result  in 
discrimination  in  favor  of  intrastate  traffic  and  against  interstate 
traffic.  Practically  the  same  situation  was  presented  to  the  Com- 
mission in  the  complaint  of  F.  L.  Hawley  vs.  City  and  Suburban  Rail- 
way of  Washington,  D.  C,  Case  No.  708,  (P.  S.  C.  Md.  Reports,  Vol.  V, 
p.  598)  and  the  (Commission  concurred  in  the  opinion  of  its  General 
Counsel  filed  in  that  case  wherein  he  held  that: 


^ 
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"In  my  judgment,  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Mai*y- 
land  is  powerless  to  impose  four  fare  zones  only  on  an  intra- 
state passenger  between  the  town  of  Laurel  and  the  boundary 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  when  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  imposes  five  fare  zones  between  these  termini 
on  a  passenger  bound  from  the  town  of  Laurel  to  the  city  of 
Washington  within  the  District  of  Columbia.  A  higher  rate 
payable  by  an  interstate  passenger  and  a  lower  rate  payable 
by  an  intrastate  passenger  for  one  and  the  same  service  ren- 
dered under  substantially  the  same  conditions  cannot,  in  my 
opinion,  co-exist.  The  case  is  one  where,  as  in  the  Shreve- 
port  Case,  the  interstate  and  intrastate  transactions  of  the 
carrier  are  so  related  that  the  government  of  one  involves 
the  control  of  the  other  and  it  is  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  and  not  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Mary- 
land that  is  entitled  to  prescribe  the  final  and  dete^ining 
rule." 


While  that  particular  case  involved  the  number  of  fare  zones,  rather 
than  the  rate  of  fare  per  zone,  the  underlying  principle  in  the  two 
cases  is  the  same. 

In  view  of  the  law  laid  down  by  the  decisions  in  these  cases,  it  is 
manifest  that  it  would  be  a  vain  thing  for  this  Commission  to  now 
undertake  to  establish  intrastate  one-way  fares  on  a  basis  lower  than 
that  obtaining  at  the  present  time,  and  the  Commission  will  therefore 
not  pass  upon  the  reasonableness  of  these  fares  in  the  present  case. 
While  the  present  interstate  fares  have  been  permitted  by  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,  their  reasonableness  has  not  been  passed 
upon  by  that  body,  and  should  they  subsequently  be  held  to  be  un- 
reasonable by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  an  appropriate 
proceeding  before  that  tribunal,  this  Commission  will  then  be  in  a 
position  to  make  such  revision  of  the  Maryland  intrastate  fares  as 
may  seem  proper  in  the  light  of  such  decision. 

The  respondent  filed  with  the  Commission  a  statement  showing  that 
the  ratio  of  operating  expenses  and  taxes  to  operating  revenues  had 
increased  from  83.05%  in  1914,  84.79%  in  1915  and  93.38%  in  1916, 
to  108.40%  in  1918,  the  first  eight  months  of  each  of  these  years  being 
used  in  this  comparison.  Testimony  was  also  introduced  at  the  hearing 
tending  to  show  the  increased  costs  of  labor  and  materials  which  have 
been  encountered  by  the  respondent  in  the  operation  of  its  line  of 
railway. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  rates  established  by  the  respondent's 
tariflf  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  3,  effective  December  1st,  1918,  for  monthly 
school  commutation  books  are  unjust,  imreasonable  and  excessive,  and 
will  require  the  respondent  to  establish,  on  or  before  March  1st,  1919, 
rates  for  these  tickets  not  more  than  25%  in  excess  of  those  in  effect 
immediately  prior  to  December  1st,  1918. 


•  •        1     •   •      •   • 
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With  respect  to  the  service  being  furnished  by  the  respondent,  the 
main  complaint  was  with  respect  to  that  furnished  during  the  morning 
and  evening  rush  hours,  and  on  Sundays.  Since  the  hearing  the  re- 
spondent has  advised  the  Commission  that  additional  cars  will  be 
operated  during  the  periods  complained  of,  and  the  Commission  be- 
lieves that  this  additional  service  will  materially  improve  the  condi- 
tions and  to  a  large  extent  eliminate  the  cause  of  complaint. 

An  order  will  be  passed  in  accordance  with  the  conclusions  herein 
contained. 


ORDER  No.  4686 


In  the  Matter  of 
The  Complaint  of  F.  G.  Heaton,  it  Al., 

\ 

Washington  and  Rockville  Railway 

Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1622. 


This  case  being  at  issue  upon  complaint  and  answer  on  file  and 
having  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties  and  full  investi- 
gation of  the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  had  and  the 
Commission,  on  the  date  hereof,  having  rendered  and  filed  an  opinion 
containing  its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  therein,  which  opinion 
is  hereby  referred  to  and  made  part  hereof, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  24th  day  of  February,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

;2Drtftrt»  (1)  That  the  rates  charged  under  the  tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
No.  3  of  the  Washington  and  Rockville  Railway  Company,  filed  with 
this  Commission  on  October  30  th,  1918,  and  effective  December  1st, 
1918,  for  monthly  school  commutation  books  be,  and  they  are  hereby 
declared  to  be  unreasonable,  unjust  and  excessive,  and  the  said  re- 
spondent is  hereby  directed  and  required  to  establish  and  make 
effective  on  or  before  March  1st,  1919,  rates  for  the  said  monthly 
school  commutation  books  not  more  than  259c  in  excess  of  the  rates  in 
•effect  for  said  books  immediately  prior  to  December  1st,  1918. 

(2)  That  with  respect  to  the  other  matters  and  things  complained 
•of,  the  complaint  be  and  it  is  hereby  dismissed. 

(3)  That  this  order  shall  become  effective  on  March  1st,  1919,  and 
remain  in  effect  for  a  period  of  two  (2)  years  thereafter,  unless  earlier 
modified  or  abrogated  by  this  Commission,  and  that  a  certified  copy 
thereof  be  forthwith  served  upon  the  proper  official  of  the  respondent 
company  and  that  said  company  notify  the  Commission  in  writing 
within  five  (5)  days  of  the  date  of  service  of  such  copy  whether  it 
will  abide  by  and  obey  the  same. 
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ORDER  No.  4698 


In  the  Matter  of 


The  Complaint  of  B.  Cavalier 


V8, 


The  Artesian  Water  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1638. 


The  above  cause  having  been  previously  set  for  hearing  and  having 
been  heard  on  February  27th,  1919,  when  both  parties  were  repre- 
sented, and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  that 
the  amount  of  water  registered  by  meter  and  billed  the  complainant 
by  the  respondent  actually  passed  through  the  meter  and  was  used  by 
said  complainant  or  wasted  by  reason  of  leaks  in  the  fixtures  upon  the 
premises  occupied  by  the  complainant,  but  that  said  consumption  dur- 
ing the  two  quarters  ended  December  31st,  1918,  should  be  prorated 
equally  between  said  quarters  and  the  bills  heretofore  rendered  cor- 
rected accordingly. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  4th  day  of  March,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iS)tbtttbf  (1)  That  bills  rendered  the  complainant  by  the  respond- 
ent for  water  consumed  during  the  two  quarters  ended  December  31sty 
1918,  shall  be  adjusted  on  the  basis  of  equal  consumption  of  water  in 
each  of  said  quarters. 

(2)  That  with  respect  to  the  other  matters  and  things  complained 
of,  the  complaint  be  and  it  is  hereby  dismissed. 
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ORDER  No.  4807 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  United  States 
Housing  Corporation 


V8. 


Havre  de  Grace  Electric  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1636. 


Upon  the  Order  of  the  Solicitors  for  the  Complainant  filed  herein,  it 
is  this  tenth  day  of  March,  1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Maryland, 

jSDtbtttb^  That  this  Complaint  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  dismissed. 

Note — Order  No.  4807  should  be  Order  No.  4707.  This  error  v^ras 
•discovered  too  late  for  correction  and  all  orders  followingr  Order  No. 
4706  are  numbered  100  numbers  in  advance  of  what  they  should  be. 


ORDER  No.  4809 


Before  the. 

Public  Service  Commission    ' 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1639. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  op 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement  Between  It  and  the 
Princess  Anne  Telephone  Company 
OP  Somerset  County  for  the  Sale  by 
the  Latter  to  the  Former  of  All  Its 
Property,  Real  and  Personal,  and  All 
Rights,  Privileges  and  Franchises  Situ- 
ated in  the  Town  of  Princess  Anne 
and  Elsewhere  in  Somerset  County, 
Maryland. 

The  application  of  The  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone  Com- 
pany of  Baltimore  City  and  of  Princess  Anne  Telephone  Company  of 
Somerset  County,  both  being  corporations  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  State  of  Maryland,  filed  with  the  Commission  on  February  27th, 
1919,  praying  for  an  Order  of  the  Commission  approving  the  sale  by 
the  latter  company  and  the  purchase  by  the  former  company  of  all 
the  property,  real  and  personal,  and  all  the  rights,  privileges  and 
franchises  of  the  said  Princess  Anne  Telephone  Company  of  Somerset 
County,  for  the  sum  of  Eighteen  Hundred  Dollars  ($1,800.00),  upon 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  agreement  between  the  said  two  com- 
panies dated  February  14th,  1919,  filed  with  said  application,  having 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 


105 


this  day  come  on  to  be  heard  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance 
with  this  Commission's  Order  No.  4693  passed  February  27th,  1919, 
and  it  being  the  opinipn  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  due  hear- 
ing that  the  thingrs  to  which  its  permission  and  approval  are  prayed 
in  the  petition  will  be  to  the  benefit  and  for  the  convenience  and 
advantage  of  the  general  public  and  the  public  service, 

It  ISy  Therefore,  This  12th  day  of  March,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbttttf.  That  the  approval,  permission  and  authority  of  the  Com- 
mission is  hereby  given  to  the  sale  by  the  Princess  Anne  Telephone 
Company  of  Somerset  County  and  the  purchase  by  The  Chesapeake 
and  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore  City  of  all  the  prop- 
erty, real  and  personal,  and  all  the  rights,  privileges  and  franchises 
of  the  said  Princess  Anne  Telephone  Company  of  Somerset  County,  at 
and  for  the  sum  of  Eighteen  Hundred  Dollars  ($1,800.00) ;  and  upon 
the  other  terms,  conditions  and  stipulations  set  forth  in  the  said  agree- 
ment between  the  said  two  corporations,  dated  February  14th,  1919, 
copy  of  which  agrreement  is  filed  in  these  proceedings. 


ORDER  No.  4817 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Frank  Vogel,  George 
D.  Myerly,  bt  Al., 


V8. 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1641. 


The  above  cause  having  been  previously  set  for  hearing  and  having 
been  duly  heard  on  the  date  hereof,  when  both  parties  were  repre- 
sented in  person  or  by  counsel,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of 
the  Commission  that  the  respondent,  The  United  Railways  and  Elec- 
tric Company  of  Baltimore,  should  restore  the  stop  at  NicoU  Avenue 
and  York  Road  on  the  York  Road  Line  of  respondent, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  17th  day  of  March,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

HDl^ttttif  That  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of 
Baltimore  forthwith  restore  the  stop  at  Nicoll  Avenue  and  York  Road, 
on  its  York  Road  Line. 

And  It  Is  Further  flDtbf ttll>  That  a  copy  of  this  Order  be  forth- 
with served  upon  the  proper  official  of  said  The  United  Railways  and 
Ellectric  Company  of  Baltimore,  and  that  said  company  notify  this 
Commission  within  five  days  after  the  receipt  of  said  copy  whether  or 
not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by  this  Order. 
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ORDER  No.  4818 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement  Dated  February  6th, 
1919,  Between  It  and  Easton  Utili- 
ties Commission  for  the  Sale  by  the 
Former  to  the  Latter  of  Three  Poles 
Located  in  Easton,  Talbot  County, 
Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1643. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  seventeenth  day  of  March,  in  the  year 
1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

HDttittttif  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  g^iven  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  4819 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Joint  Application  of  Artesian 
Water  Company  and  Realty  Finance 
Corporation  for  an  Order  Permitting 
and  Approving  the  Purchase  by  the 
Former  from  the  Latter  and  the  Sale 
by  the  Latter  to  the  Former  of  All  of 
Its  Property,  Assets,  Rights,  etc..  Also 
Permitting  and  Apj^roving  the  Aban- 
donment by  the  Latter  of  Any  Fran- 
chises Now  Owned  or  Exercised  by  It 
and  at  the  Same  Time  Permitting  The 
Artesian  Water  Company  to  Own  Said 
Franchises  and  Exercise  All  Rights 
Thereunder. 

WHEREAS;  The  Artesian  Water  Company  and  The  Realty  Finance 
Corporation,  both  corporations  organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  Maryland,  have  applied  to  this  Commission  for  an  order  permitting 
and  approving  the  purchase  by  the  former  company  from  the  latter 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1642. 
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company  and  the  sale  by  the  latter  company  to  the  former  company  of 
all  of  the  property,  assets,  rights,  etc.,  of  The  Realty  Finance  Cor- 
poration; and  permitting  and  approving  the  abandonment  by  the  lat- 
ter company  of  any  franchises  now  owned  or  exercised  by  it;  and  per- 
mitting said  The  Artesian  Water  Company  to  acquire  said  franchises 
and  exercise  all  rights  thereunder,  and 

Whereas,  This  case  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard  after  due 
notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No.  4816 
passed  March  13th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the 
Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  things  to  which  its  permission 
and  approval  are  asked  are  necessary  and  convenient  for  the  public 
service, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  20th  day  of  March,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

'iS^ttitttbf.  That  the  approval,  permission  and  authority  of  this  Com- 
mission is  hereby  g:iven  to : 

(1)  The  purchase  by  The  Artesian  Water  Company  and  the  sale  by 
The  Realty  Finance  Corporation  of  all  of  the  property,  assets,  rights, 
etc.,  of  said  The  Realty  Finance  Corporation,  at  and  for  the  sum  of 
Five  Dollars  ($5.00) . 

(2)  The  abandonment  by  The  Realty  Finance  Corporation  of  any 
franchises  now  owned  or  exercised  by  it. 

(3)  The  acquisition  by  The  Artesian  Water  Company  of  any  fran- 
chises now  owned  or  exercised  by  The  Realty  Finance  Corporation,  and 
the  exercise  by  said  The  Artesian  Water  Company  of  all  rights  there- 
under. 


ORDER  No.  4820 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  op 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement  Between  It  and  Charles 
E.  Stewart  and  Charles  Jarrell  of 
tlie  Town  of  Hillsboro,  Caroline 
County,  Trading  as  Hillsboro  Elec- 
tric Light  Company,  for  the  Sale  by 
the  Former  to  the  Latter  of  Three 
Poles  Located  on  the  Southwest  Side 
of  Front  Street,  Northwest  of  Lewis 
Road,  District  No.  6,  Talbot  County, 
Maryland. 

The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
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Public  Service  Commission 
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purpose  of  securing  ita  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  20th  day  of  March,  in  the  year  1919,  by 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jSDCiltttb>  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment»  or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  4822 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  Carriers  Not  Under  Fed- 
eral Control,  by  F.  S.  Davis,  Tariflf 
Publishing  Agent,  for  Permission  Un- 
der Section  15  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  Law  to  File  and  Publish 
on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice  Rates 
Based  on  90%  of  Sixth  Class  Rates  on 
Building  and  Roofing  Paper,  Roofing 
Composition,  Paper  Boards  and  Re- 
lated Articles. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of- Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket 

Case  No.  557. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  21st  day  of  March,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

'SDtt^ttttif  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  carriers  not 
under  Federal  control  to  file  and  publish  on  five  days'  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  rates  based  on  90%  of  sixth  class  rates  on 
building  and  roofing  paper,  roofing  composition,  pai>er  boards  and  re- 
lated articles. 

Provided,  Tariffs  containing  said  rates  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
upon  issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by 
law,  and  that  all  copies  of  said  tariffs  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 

''Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4822  of  date  March  21st, 
1919." 
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ORDER  No.  4824 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Consolidated  Gas 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
of  Baltimore  fbr  .the  Approval  of  an 
Agreement  Between  It  and  The  Ches- 
apeake AND  Potomac  Telephone  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  City  for  the  Sale 
by  the  Former  to  the  Latter  of  One 
Pole,  No.  12006,  Located  on  the  West 
Side  of  Beechwood  Avenue,  50  Feet 
South  of  South  Building  Line  of  Ed- 
mondson  Avenue  Produced  in  District 
No.  1,  Baltimore  County,  Maryland, 
Under  the  Terms  and  Provisions  of 
Order  No.  2954,  Entered  July  26th, 
1916,  in  Case  No.  1151. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1646. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  twenty-first  day  of  March,  in  the  year 
1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland,  * 

"iDtbftthf  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disi>osition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac^ 
eordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  W.  A.  Brooks,  Mayor 
of  Hyattsville,  Suburban  Citizens' 
Association  of  Prince  George's  Coun- 
ty, Maryland,  et  Al., 

City  and  Suburban  Railway  of 
Washington. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1623. 


Appearances  : 

Joseph  S.  Goldsmith,  Esq.,  Assistant  General  Counsel  of  the 
Commission. 

Jackson  H.  Ralston,  Esq.,  and  William  B.  Claggett,  Esq.,  rep- 
resenting the  complainants.  ^ 

S.  R.  BowEN,  Esq.,  representing  the  respondent. 


By  the  Commission. 


Filed  March  24th,  1919. 


On  October  30th,  1918,  the  City  and  Suburban  Railway  of  Washing, 
ton  filed  with  the  Commission  its  passenger  fare  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
No.  3,  to  become  effective  December  1st,  1918.  The  effect  of  this 
schedule  was  to  increase,  among  other  rates,  the  local  one-way  fares 
within  the  State  of  Maryland  from  five  cents  to  six  cents  per  zone,  the 
line  of  the  railway  company  in  this  State  from  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia line  to  Laurel  being  divided  into  five  fare  zones.  The  length  of 
these  zones,  in  miles,  is  as  follows : 

1st  zone 2.539 

2nd    "    2.263 

3rd    "    3.401 

4th     "    3.109 

5th     "    2.416 

Average  length  of  zones 2.7436 

The  aforesaid  schedule  also  increased  the  rates  charged  for  22-trip 
monthly  school  tickets  for  travel  between  Maryland  points  20%,  the 
former  and  increased  rates  being  as  follows: 


1 
2 
3 

4 
5 


Former 

zone $1.54 

zones 1.98 

2.97 

3.96 

, 4.95 


<i 


« 


« 


Increased 
$1.85 
2.38 
3.56 
4.75 
5.94 
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The  charge  for  family  commutation  books,  containing  twenty  single 
trip  tickets  honored  for  passage  between  College  Park  and  Hyattsville, 
was  at  same  time  increased  from  $1.00  to  $1.20  per  book,  or  20%. 

The  Public  Service  Commission  Law  does  not  require  common  car- 
riers to  seek  and  obtain  the  approval  of  the  Commission  before  in- 
creasing or  decreasing  existing  rates  and  fares,  except  in  cases  where 
the  rates  or  fares  it  is  proposed  to  change  have  been  established  by 
the  Commission  and  the  maintenance  thereof  is  required  by  an  unex- 
pired order  of  the  Commission.  Section  16  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission Law  permits  carriers  to  make  effective  upon  not  less  than 
thirty  days'  notice  to  the  Commission  and  the  public  increased  or  de- 
creased rates,  fares  and  charges,  the  same  to  be  subject  to  investiga- 
tion and  correction  upon  complaint  or  upon  the  Commission's  own 
motion,  under  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law. 
The  Act  authorizes  the  Commission,  for  good  cause  shown,  to  waive 
the  statutory  notice  either  in  whole  or  in  part,  but  the  Commission 
exercises  this  power  in  the  case  of  increased  rates  in  only  the  most 
exceptional  cases.  The  provisions  of  the  law  respecting  changes  in 
rates  are  here  referred  to  in  order  to  remove  any  misapprehension 
concerning  the  Commission's  authority  in  the  matter,  the  Commission 
being  without  power  to  suspend  the  application  of  any  increased  rates 
I>ending  termination  of  investigation  concerning  the  reasonableness 
thereof. 

On  November  12th,  1918,  a  complaint  against  the  proposed  increased 
fares  was  filed  with  the  Commission  by  the  Suburban  Citizens'  Asso- 
ciation of  Prince  George's  County,  Maryland,  and  on  November  18th  a 
similar  complaint  and  protest  was  filed  by  the  Mayor  and  Common 
Council  of  Hyattsville  asking  that  a  hearing  be  held  by  the  Commis- 
sion in  Hyattsville  in  order  to  give  the  citizens  of  that  town  an  oppor- 
tunity to  present  to  the  Commission  their  objections  against  the  in- 
creases. Subsequently  other  protests  against  the  increased  rates  were 
filed  with  the  Commission  by  various  civic  associations  and  individuals. 

Practically  all  of  the  protests  against  the  rates  proposed  to  be 
charged  by  the  company  also  complained  of  the  service  at  that  time 
being  furnished  by  the  respondent  company.  On  November  27th,  1918, 
the  respondent  filed  with  the  Commission  answer  to  the  complaints, 
alleging  in  support  of  the  reasonableness  of  the  increased  rates  the 
fact  that  the  company  has  had  to  greatly  increase  the  rates  of  pay  of 
its  trainmen  to  meet  wage  scale  adopted  by  the  National  War  Labor 
Board,  in  addition  to  which  it  has  had  to  increase  the  salaries  of  other 
employes,  besides  encountering  increased  costs  of  materials  and  sup- 
plies. The  answer  of  the  respondent  not  being  satisfactory  to  the 
complainants  the  matter  was  set  for  hearing  at  Hyattsville  on  Janu- 
ary 29th,  1919.  After  this  hearing  the  case  was  set  for  further  hear- 
ing at  the  offices  of  the  Commission  on  March  10th,  1919. 

Much  of  the  testimony  at  the  earlier  hearing  had  to  do  with  the 
poor  service,  which  was  then  and  had  for  some  time  past  been  fur- 
nished by  the  railway  company  and  the  Commission  is  convinced  that 
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at  the  time  these  complaints  were  filed  the  service  was  far  from  satis- 
factory. However,  inspections  subsequently  made  from  time  to  time 
by  the  Transportation  Department  of  the  Comiiiission  have  demon- 
strated that  the  service  has  been  improving  and  that  many  of  the  con- 
ditions complained  of  have  been  materially  relieved.  In  the  fall  of 
last  year  labor  was  scarce  and  hard  to  obtain  and  when  secured  was 
not  always  of  the  highest  class.  The  condition  in  this  respect  has 
changed  for  the  better  and  will  doubtlessly  continue  to  improve  and 
the  company  will  be  able  to  properly  discipline  its  employes,  thereby 
removing  the  necessity  for  complaints  respecting  cars  running  by  per- 
sons waiting  to  board  them,  and  similar  complaints  due  largely  to  the 
inattention  or  incivility  of  the  platform  employes.  Recent  checks  also 
indicate  that  the  crowding  of  cars  has  very  materially  been  relieved, 
and  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  company  is  at  this  time 
doing  all  that  it  can  reasonably  be  expected  to  do  towards  improving 
the  service.  The  Commission  will  continue  its  traffic  checks  and  will 
take  such  steps  from  time  to  time  as  may  be  necessary  in  order  to 
insure  the  utmost  in  the  way  of  service. 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  has  recently  permitted  the 
respondent  company  to  increase  the  interstate  one-way  fares  and  com- 
mutation rates,  which  increased  rates  and  fares  became  effective  Janu- 
ary 1st,  1919.  The  interstate  one-way  fares  are  based  upon  the  Mary- 
land zone  fares,  plus  5  cents  to  cover  the  portion  of  the  journey  within 
the  District  of  Columbia.  For  example,  the  intrastate  fare  between 
the  District  Line  and  Laurel  (through  five  fare  zones)  is  30  cents,  and 
the  interstate  fare  between  Washington,  D.  C,  and  Laurel  is  35  cents. 
The  Commission  cannot  change  the  Maryland  zone  fares  without  de- 
feating the  through  interstate  fare  permitted  by  the  Interstate  Com- 
merce Commission.  A  similar  situation  was  recently  presented  to  the 
Commission  by  the  complaint  of  F.  G.  Heaton,  et  al.,  vs.  Washington 
and  Rockville  Railway  Company,  Case  No.  1622.  The  opinion  of  the 
Commission  fJed  in  l^at  case  on  February  24th,  1919,  sets  forth  the 
views  and  conclusions  of  the  Commission  upon  this  point  and  it  has 
been  thought  desirable  to  here  quote  therefrom  at  some  length: 

"If  the  Commission  should  attempt  to  reduce  the  zone  fares 
in  Maryland  the  result  would  be  to  defeat  the  through  rate 
of  fare  permitted  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
and  thus  create  a  situation  similar  to  that  in  the  so-called 
'Shreveport  Case'  (Houston  East  and  West  Texas  Railway 
Company  and  Houston  and  Shreveport  Railway  Company,  et 
al.,  vs.  United  States  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  et  al., 
234,  U.  S.  342),  in  which  case  it  was  held  that  the  railroad 
companies  were  not  required  to  observe  the  intrastate  rates 
established  by  the  state  authorities  where  to  do  so  would  re- 
sult in  discrimination  in  favor  of  intrastate  traffic  and  against 
interstate  traffic.  Practically  the  same  situation  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Commission  in  the  complaint  of  F.  L.  Hawley 
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vs.  City  and  Suburban  Railway  of  Washing^ton,  D.  C,  Case 
No.  708  (P.  S.  C.  Md.  Reports,  Vol.  V,  p.  598),  and  the  Com- 
mission concurred  in  the  opinion  of  its  General  Counsel  filed 
in  that  case  wherein  he  held  that: 

**  'In  my  judgment,  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Mary- 
land is  powerless  to  impose  four  fare  zones  only  on  an  intra- 
state passenger  between  the  town  of  Laurel  and  the  boundary 
of  the  District  of  Columbia,  when  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  imposes  five  fare  zones  between  these  termini  on 
a  passenger  bound  from  the  town  of  Laurel  to  the  City  of 
Washington  within  the  District  of  Columbia.  A  higher  rate 
payable  by  an  interstate  passenger  and  a  lower  rate  payable 
by  an  intrastate  passenger  for  one  and  the  same  service  ren- 
dered under  substantially  the  same  conditions  cannot,  in  my 
opinion,  co-exist.  The  case  is  one  where,  as  in  the  Shreveport 
Case,  the  interstate  and  intrastate  transactions  of  the  carrier 
are  so  related  that  the  government  of  one  involves  the  con- 
trol of  the  other  and  it  is  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion and  not  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland  that 
is  entitled  to  prescribe  the  final  and  determining  rule.' 

''While  that  particular  case  involved  the  number  of  fare 
zones,  rather  than  the  rate  of  fare  per  zone,  the  underlying 
principle  in  the  two  cases  is  the  same. 

"In  view  of  the  law  laid  down  by  the  decisions  in  these 
cases,  it  is  manifest  that  it  would  be  a  vain  thing  for  this 
Commisison  to  now  undertake  to  establish  intrastate  one-way 
fares  on  a  basis  lower  than  that  obtaining  at  the  present 
time,  and  the  Commission  will  therefore  not  pass  upon  the 
reasonableness  of  these  fares  in  the  present  case.  While  the 
present  interstate  fares  have  been  permitted  by  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  their  reasonableness  has  not  been 
passed  upon  by  that  body,  and  should  they  subsequently  be 
held  to  be  unreasonable  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission iii  an  appropriate  proceeding  before  that  tribunal, 
this  Commission  will  then  be  in  a  position  to  make  such  re- 
vision of  the  Maryland  intrastate  fares  as  may  seem  proi>er 
in  the  light  of  such  decision." 

Respondent  introduced  and  filed  with  the  Commission  statements 
showing  the  results  of  its  operations  for  the  years  1914,  1916,  1916, 
1917  and  1918.  The  net  income  for  these  years,  after  paying  interest 
on  funded  debt,  etc.,  but  excluding  any  allowances  for  depreciation  or 
dividends  upon  stock,  has  been : 

1914 $99,009.05 

1915 82,422.22 

1916 67,829.02 

1917 33,234.75 

1918 6,343.20 

Average 44,273.75 
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During  the  same  period  the  revenue  from  transportation  has  in- 
creased from  $578,421.14  in  1914  to  $699,098.36  in  1918,  the  poor 
showing  in  net  income  in  the  last  year  being  due  to  the  increased  cost 
of  operation.  Based  upon  the  volume  of  traffic  in  1918,  it  is  estimated 
that  the  increased  fares  inaugurated  by  the  resi>ondent  (including  in- 
crease in  the  District  of  Columbia  brought  about  by  the  discontinuance 
of  sale  of  six  tickets  for  twenty-five  cents  and  charging  five  cents  per 
ride  instead)  will  produce  additional  revenue  of  $99,678.33.  Train- 
men's wages  were  increased  in  October,  1918,  to  the  extent  of  $80,- 
143.27  per  annum,  and  as  the  increased  wages  were  in  effect  during: 
only  2%  months  of  1918,  there  must  be  made  an  allowance  of  $62,- 
333.60  for  increased  cost  of  labor,  as  it  is  not  likely  that  there  will  be 
any  substantial  decrease  in  the  wag^e  scale  during  the  current  year. 
Deducting  from  the  estimated  increase  in  revenue,  $99,678.33,  the  addi- 
tional costs  of  operation  due  to  labor  increases  not  entirely  reflected 
in  1918  figures,  $62,333.60,  we  obtain  a  net  increase  of  $37,344.73  in 
net  income,  to  which  must  be  added  the  actual  net  income  in  1918  of 
$5,343.20,  making  the  estimated  net  income  for  1919  $42,687.93.  It 
will  be  seen  that  this  is  considerably  less  than  the  net  income  during 
either  of  the  first  three  years  above  griven,  and  slightly  less  than  the 
average  for  the  past  five  years,  which  period  includes  the  lean  years 
of  1917  and  1918.  It  is  not  likely  that  the  actual  operations  will  pro- 
duce results  greatly  different  from  those  forecast  at  this  time.  On 
the  one  hand,  it  is  possible  that  the  traffic  will  fall  off  during  the  cur- 
rent year,  while  on  the  other  it  is  not  improbable  that  there  will  be  a 
slight  falling  off  in  cost  of  materials  and  supplies. 

Some  years  ago  this  Commission  had  occasion  to  consider  the  rates 
of  fare  charged  school  children  traveling  over  the  line  of  the  respond- 
ent company  upon  the  complaint  of  Rev.  B.  Tobias,  filed  April  12th, 
1912.  At  Uie  time  this  complaint  was  filed  no  school  commutation 
rates  were  published  by  the  railway  company,  and  the  Commission  was 
urged  to  establish  a  rate  of  fare  not  in  excess  of  one-half  cent  i>er 
mile.  After  full  investigation  the  Commission  in  that  case  declined  to 
establish  rates  upon  the  basis  prayed,  but  ordered  the  respondent  to 
establish  school  commutation  fares  at  a  rate  not  exceeding  2M  cents 
per  zone,  except  in  single  zone,  where  rate  of  3^  cents  was  fixed.  The 
rate  prescribed  by  the  Commission  was  the  same  rate  as  applied  to  the 
Maryland  portion  of  interstate  travel  on  62-trip  monthly  commutation 
tickets  between  Washington,  D.  C,  and  Laurel,  Maryland.  That  is  to 
say,  the  charge  for  52  trips  between  Washington  and  Laurel  was  found 
to  be  $8.00;  deducting  from  this  the  ticket  rate  of  4^6  cents  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  and  dividing  the  balance  by  the  number  of  Mary- 
land zones  (5)  produced  a  fare  of  2.24  cents  per  zone.  The  fares 
prescribed  by  the  Commission  became  effective  on  May  1st,  1913,  and 
continued  in  effect  until  December  1st,  1918,  when  they  were  super- 
seded by  the  fares  published  in  tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  3,  here  in  con- 
troversy. The  opinion  and  order  of  the  Commission  in  the  earlier 
case  (No.  344)  are  reported  in  P.  S.  C.  Md*  Reports,  Vol.  IV,  p.  116 
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and  following.  After  due  consideration  of  all  facts  surrounding  the 
establishment  of  the  original  school  fares,  the  subsequent  increased 
cost  of  operation  and  the  ifact  that  other  fares,  including  commutation 
fares,  have  since  been  increased,  the  Commission  finds  that  the  re- 
spondent has  justified  the  reasonableness  of  the  increased  fares  for 
school  commutation  tickets. 

There  remains  to  be  considered  but  one  otlier  form  of  ticket  sold  for 
travel  exclusively  within  the  State  of  Maryland,  this  being  the  family 
commutation  book  entitling  the  purchaser  to  twenty  rides  between 
College' Park  (College  Avenue)  and  Hyattsville  (Johnson  Avenue). 
This  book  formerly  sold  for  $1.00  and  the  rate  was  increased  to  $1.20 
on  December  1st,  1918.  The  points  between  which  these  tickets  are 
honored  are  in  different  zones,  and  consequently  two  cash  fares  are 
collected  between  the  points.  The  average  length  of  the  Maryland 
fare  zone  is  2.7436  miles  and  the  distance  between  College  Park  and 
Hyattsville  is  given  as  3.25  miles.  It  will  thus  be  seen  that  the  holders 
of  these  books,  besides  being  permitted  an  ''over-lap"  into  the  next 
fare  zone  for  one  fare  (which  is  in  effect  what  the  ticket  accom- 
plishes), are  carried  about  one-half  mile  further  than  the  average 
length  of  the  fare  zones.  On  the  other  hand,  the  users  of  these  books 
are  required  to  purchase  same  in  advance,  and  for  this,  as  well  as  for 
other  well-known  reasons  applicable  to  all  forms  of  conmiutation 
tickets,  a  rate  lower  than  that  charged  the  individual  rider  is  justi- 
fiable and  proper.  Nevertheless,  the  Commission  feels  that  the  pres- 
ent rate  for  the  family  commutation  book  is  neither  unreasonable  nor 
excessive. 

It  follows  that  the  several  complaints  herein  should  be  dismissed 
and  it  will  be  so  ordered. 


ORDER  No.  4826 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  W.  A.  Brooks,  Mayor 
of  Hyattsville,  Suburban  Citizens 
Association  of  Prince  George's  Coun- 
ty, Maryland,  et  Al., 

City  and  Suburban  Railway  of 
Washington. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1623. 


In  accordance  with  Opinion  of  the  Commission  filed  in  the  above 
case  on  the  date  hereof,  it  is  this  24th  day  of  March,  in  the  year  Nine- 
teen Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Maryland, 

iDttttttif  That  the  complaints  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be  and 
the  same  are  hereby  dismissed. 
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ORDER  No.  4827 

I 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Unger  &  Mahon,  Inc., 

ET  Al., 


V8. 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1631. 


The  above  cause  having  been  previously  set  for  hearing  and  having: 
been  heard  on  February  28th,  1919,  when  both  parties  were  repre- 
sented in  person  or  by  counsel,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of 
the  Commission  that  the  complainants  are  not  entitled  to  the  relief  for 
which  they  have  prayed. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  24th  day  of  March,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

'jSDCtltttb^  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed. 


ORDER  No.  4830 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Chesapeake  Realty 

Company 


V8, 


Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and 
Power  Company  op  Baltimore. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1536. 


The  above  entitled  matter  being  under  consideration,  and  it  appear- 
ing that  the  matters  and  thingrs  therein  complained  of  are  substan- 
tially the  same  as  those  involved  in  Case  No.  1476,  being  complaint  of 
the  Public   Service   Commission   of   Maryland   vs.   Consolidated  Gas 
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Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore,  a  body  corporate, 
with  respect  to  its  latest  rules  in  relation  to  gas  and  electric  exten- 
sions and  service  connections, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  24th  day  of  March,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtX^tttip  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  be  and  he  is  hereby 
directed  to  consolidate  Case  No.  1536  with  Case  No.  1476,  and  to  notify 
interested  parties  of  the  action  taken  by  the  Commission. 


ORDER  No.  4831 


In  the  Matter  of  I  ' 

Before  the 
The   Complaint  and  Petition  of  Mayor 

AND  City  Council  of  Havre  de  Grace       Public  Service  Commission 

pf  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1421. 
Havre  de  Grace  Water  Company. 


The  above  entitled  matter  being  under  consideration,  and  it  appear- 
ing that  the  matters  and  things  therein  complained  of  are  substan- 
tially the  same  as  those  involved  in  Case  No.  1586,  being  complaint  of 
Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Havre  de  Grace  vs.  Havre  de  Grace  Water 
Company  of  Harford  County,  Maryland, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  T1^  24th  day  of  March,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jSDthttf  &»  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  be  and  he  is  hereby 
directed  to  consolidate  Case  No.  1421  with  Case  No.  1586,  and  to  notify 
interested  parties  of  the  action  taken  by  the  Commission. 
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ORDER  No.  4834 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Belmont  Association 

OF  Walbrook 


V8, 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1587. 


Upon  the  order  of  the^solicitor  for  the  Complainant  filed  herein,  it  is 
this  twenty-sixth  day  of  March,  1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion of  Maryland, 

HSDtJtl^Ctb^  That  this  complaint  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  dis- 
missed. 


ORDER  No.  4835 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
and  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement,  Dated  November  23rd, 
1918,  With  Consolidated  Power  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  for  the  Sale  by  the 
Former  to  the  Latter  of  One  Pole  Lo- 
cated on  the  Southeast  Corner  of  Glen- 
wood  Avenue  and  York  Road,  District 
No.  9)  Baltimore  County,  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

4 

Case  No.  1649. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission*  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  umiecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  twenty-sixth  day  of  March,  in  the  year 
1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

HDtbttttit  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  4841 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Baltimore  and 
Ohio  Railroad  Ck)MPANY  for  Author- 
ity to  Issue  $3,000,000.00  of  Six  Per 
Cent  Collateral  Trust  Five  Year  Gold 
Bonds* 


Before,  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1648. 


Application  having  been  made  to  the  Commission  for  an  order  per- 
mitting and  approving  the  issue  of  $3,000,000  of  The  Baltimore  and 
Ohio  Railroad  Company's  Six  Per  Cent.  Collateral  Trust  Five  Year 
Gold  Bonds  to  be  dated  April  1st,  1919 ;  to  be  payable  April  1st,  1924 ; 
to  bear  interest  at  the  rate  of  6%  pfer  annum,  and  to  be  secured  by  a 
pledge  of  $5,000,000  qf  Coal  and  Coke  Railway  Company  First  Mort- 
gage Bonds;  th^  Commission,  having  heard  testimony,  is  of  opinion 
that  such  application  should  be  granted  and  that  the  issue  of  such 
bonds  is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  28th  day  of  March,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttttth,  That  the  issue  and  sale  of  $3,000,000  of  said  The  Balti- 
more and  Ohio  Railroad  Company's  Six  Per  Cent.  Collateral  Trust 
Five  Year  Gold  Bonds  is  hereby  permitted  and  approved. 


ORDER  No.  4845 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Mrs.  J.  M.  Horner  and 
Rev.  S.  M.  Engle 


V8. 


The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1606. 


The  petition  of  Walker  D.  Hines,  Director  Oeneral  of  Railroads, 
praying  that  he  be  made  a  party  defendant  in  the  above  entitled  mat- 
ter, having  been  received  and  duly  considered,  it  is  this  thirty-first  day 
of  March,  1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDthttttt  That  Walker  D.  Hines,  Director  General  of  Railroads,  be, 
and  he  is  hereby,  made  a  party  defendant  in  the  said  matter,  now 
pending  before  the  Commission. 
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ORDER  No.  4852 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Official 
Classification^  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  Their 
Agent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
16  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Statutory 
Notice  Supplement  to  Official  Classifi- 
cation No.  44,  P.  S.  C.  Md.  0.  C.  No. 
44,  Departing  from  the  Provisions  of 
the  Commission's  Circular  No.  lOA  In 
So  Far  As  Volume  of  Supplemental 
Matter  Is  Concerned. . 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  558. 


The  above  mentioned  i>etition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  31st  day  of  March,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

JDtbttt&i,  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the  carriers  not 
under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
CoUyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  statutory  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  supplement  to  Official  Classification  No.  44, 
P.  S.  C.  Md.  0.  C.  No.  44,  departing  from  the  provisions  of  the  Com- 
mission's Circular  No.  lOA  in  so  far  as  volume  of  supplemental  matter 
is  concerned,  including  necessary  additions  to,  changes  in  and  elimi- 
nations from  the  list  of  participating  carriers  ^contained  in  said  clas- 
sification, and  publishing  revision  of  the  classification  specifications 
for  anthracene;  food  curing  or  preserving  compounds;  burners,  spray- 
ers or  vaporizers;  phosphate  rock;  radiator  guards  or  shields;  and 
wooden  rollers,  N.  0.  I.  B.  N. — and  the  addition  of  specific  entries  for 
sheet  iron  hog  oilers ;  lumbang  oil  and  peach  kernel  oil,  as  set  f ortjh  in 
petition  herein  and  accompanying  exhibit. 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 

''Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4852  of  date  March  31st, 
1919." 
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ORDER  No.  4864 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Mrs.  J.  M.  Horner  and 
Rev.  S.  M.  Engle 


V8. 


The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1606. 


The  above  cause  having  been  previously  set  for  hearing  and  having 
been  heard  on  the  date  hereof,  when  both  parties  were  represented  in 
person  or  by  counsel,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Com- 
mission that  the  complainants  are  not  entitled  to  the  relief  for  which 
they  have  prayed, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  4th  day  of  April,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iODttIf  ttbf.  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed. 


ORDER  No.  4878 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  the  Claiborne-An- 
NAPOUS  Ferry,  Incorporated,  a  Mary- 
land Corporation,  for  the  Approval  of 
Rates  for  Transportation  of  Automo- 
biles, Automobile  Trucks  and  Passen- 
gers Under  Contract  With  the  State 
Roads  Commission  of  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1645. 


Whereas,  By  Section  1  of  Chapter  708  of  the  Acts  of  General  As- 
sembly of  Maryland,  Session  of  1916,  it  is  provided  that: 

''Be  it  enacted  by  the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland,  that 
the  State  Roads  Commission  be  and  they  are  hereby  author- 
ized and  directed  in  their  discretion  to  provide  a  suitable 
steamer  or  steamers  to  connect  said  town  of  Claiborne  with 
the  City  of  Annapolis  or  some  adjoining  suburb,  such  steamer 
or  steamers  to  have  ample  dock  room  for  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  automobiles  and  other  vehicles,  and  to  pro- 
vide wharf  facilities  at  each  terminal,  and  to  make  such  trips 
across  the  Bay  as  may  be  justified,  and  to  charge  such  rates 
therefor  as  may  be  established  by  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion of  Maryland,"  and 
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Whisbas,  On  March  14th,  1919,  the  State  Roads  Commiaaion  of 
Maylond,  actintr  under  authority  of  Chapter  708  of  the  Acts  of  1916 
aforeaaid,  entered  into  an  agreement  with  Frank  A.  McNamee  and 
Hampden  D.  Hepham  for  the  operation  of  a  ferry  between  Claiborne, 
Maryland,  and  Annapolis,  Maryland,  upon  the  terms  and  conditiona 
set  forth  in  said  agreement,  copy  of  which  is  filed  in  these  proceed- 
in£S,  and 

Whexeas,  On  same  date  said  Frank  A.  McNamee  and  Hampden  D. 
Mephan  did  assign  the  aforesaid  agreement  between  them  and  the 
State  Roads  Commission  of  Maryland  to  Claibome-Annapolis  Ferry, 
Incorporated,  a  corporation  organized  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Maryland,  copy  of  certificate  of  incorporation  of  said  Claibome-An- 
napolis Ferry,  Incorporated,  being  filed  in  these  proceedings,  and 

Wh^ieab,  The  Claiborne-Annapolis  Ferry,  Incorporated,  having 
made  application  to  this  Commission  to  establish  the  rates,  fares  and 
charges  proposed  to  be  charged  by  it  for  the  transportation  of  persons 
and  vehicles  between  Claiborne  and  Annapolis  via  said  ferry,  as  re- 
quired by  Section  1  of  Chapter  708  of  the  Acts  of  1916  aforesaid, 
which  Act  limits  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Conunission  to  the  establish- 
ment of  rates  for  said  ferry;  the  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  with 
respect  to  the  capitalization  or  method  of  financing  of  said  corpora- 
tion, while  its  operations  are  limited  to  carrying  out  the  purposes  of 
the  Act,  and 

WBtXEAS,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  March 
26th,  1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commis- 
sion's Order  No.  4821  passed   March  20th,  1919,  and  it  being  the 
opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  that  as  the  expenditures  neces- 
sary to  be  made  by  the  company  in  order  to  take  care  of  its  profes- 
sion of  service  to  the  public  have  not  been  completed  to  the  point 
where  it  is  possible  to  ascertain  with  any  reasonable  degree  of  accu- 
racy the  fair  value  of  the  property  dedicated  to  the  public  service,  and 
as  neither  the  probable  income  nor  expenses  are  now  determinable,  it 
should  postpone  the  further  examination  necessary  to  the  ascertain- 
ment of  fair  value,  rate  of  return,  operating  income  and  expenses 
(which  are  all  factors  necessary  to  be  determined  and  considered  in 
connection  with  the  establishment  of  jftst  and  reasonable  rates)  until 
such  time  as  the  capital  expenditures  have  been  completed  and  the 
operating  revenues  and  expenses  can  be  judged  in  the  light  of  experi- 
ence and  in  the  interim  to  establish  the  rates  set  forth  in  the  agree- 
ment between  the  State  Roads  Commission  and  the  operators  of  the 
feeling  that  no  injustice  will  thereby  be  done  the  public,  con- 
ion  being  given  to  the  fact  that  in  order  tj>  faring  about  the 
ihment  of  this  much-desired  enterprise,  the  State  Roads  Com- 
I  of   Maryland  has  been   obliged  to   subsidize  the  Claiborne- 
}li3  Perry,  Incorporated,  to  the  amount  of  Eighteen  Thousand 
:  ($18,000.00)  per  annum, 

,  ThESEFORE,  This  ?th  day  of  April,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
id  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 


Public  Sebyice  Commission  of  Mabyland 


123 


iSDtllttttl^  That  until  the  further  order  of  this  Commission  in  the 
premises  the  rates,  fares  and  charges  to  be  demanded  and  collected  by 
the  Claibome-Annapolis  Ferry,  Incorporated,  for  the  transportation 
of  persons  and  vehicles  between  Claiborne,  Maryland,  and  Annapolis, 
Maryland,  shall  be  as  follows : 

For  automobiles,  $2.00  each  way,  including  the  driver  or 
chauffeur. 

For  automobile  trucks,  including  the  driver  or  chauffeur, 
S2.00  each  way  for  the  first  ton  or  fraction  thereof,  and  50c 
for  each  additional  ton  or  fraction  of  a  ton. 

For  passengers  each  way,  50c.  For  passengers  round 
trips,  with  the  privilege  of  returning  not  later  than  two  days 
following  the  date  of  issue,  75c;  children  under  six  years, 
free;  six  to  twelve  years,  one-half  fare. 

Further  jSDtbtteH^  That  by  passing  this  order  permitting  and 
establishing  the  rates,  fares  and  charges  above  set  forth,  this  Com- 
mission is  not  to  be  taken  as  having  relinquished  its  control  and  juris- 
diction over  these  rates,  fares  and  charges  or  any  other  rates,  fares 
and  charges  hereafter  established,  the  Commission  hereby  expressly 
reserving  unto  itself  full  and  complete  jurisdiction  with  respect  thereto, 
with  the  right  at  any  time  to  enter  into  an  investigation  concerning 
the  reasonableness  thereof,  either  upon  complaint  or  upon  the  Com- 
mission's own  motion,  and  to  pass  such  further  order  or  orders  respect- 
ing the  same  as  may  be  found  right  and  proper. 


ORDER  No.  4874 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement  Dated  August  80th, 
1918,  Between  It  and  Consolidated 
Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  for  the  Sale  by  the 
Former  to  the  Latter  of  Three  Poles 
Located  Along  the  Southwest  Side  of 
Baltimore  and  Sparrows  Point  Rail- 
road, Southeast  of  St.  Helena  Station, 
District  No.  12,  Baltimore  County, 
Maryland,  Under  the  Terms  and  Pro- 
visions of  Order  No.  2913,  Entered 
June  20th,  1916,  in  Case  No.  1131. 

The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the  pur- 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1660. 
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pose  of  Becurin?  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  snd  the 
Conunission  having  determined  that  a  bearing  is  unnecessary. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  ninth  day  of  April,  in  the  year  1919,  by 
the  Public  Service  CommiBEion  of  Maryland, 

iDtbtttIt,  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  4875 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeajee 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement  Dated  March  18th,  1919, 
Between  It  and  Bel  Ant  Electric 
Company  for  the  Sale  by  the  Former 
to  the  Latter  of  Three  Poles  and  Two 
Anchor  Guys  Located  on  the  West  Side 
of  Harford  Road  North  of  the  County 
Road  at  Fork,  District  No.  11,  Balti- 
more County,  Maryland,  Under  the 
Terms  and  Provisions  of  Order  No. 
2913,  Entered  June  20th,  1916,  in  Case 
No.  1131. 


Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 


Case  No.  1661. 


reement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
is  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the  pur- 
lecuring  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
[>n  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 
?HEatEF0RE,  On  this  ninth  day  of  April,  in  the  year  1919,  by 
;  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

tb,  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
ren  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  4876 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement  Dated  March  17th,  1919, 
Between  It  and  the  U.  S.  Industrlal 
Chemical  Company  for  the  Sale  by 
the  Former  to  the  Latter  of  Five  Poles 
Located  on  the  North  Side  of  Old 
Wagner's  Point  Road  West  of  Fair- 
field Road,  Baltimore,  Maryland,  Un- 
der the  Terms  and  Provisions  of  Order 
No.  2913,  Entered  June  20th,  1916,  in 
Case  No.  1131. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1662. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the  pur- 
pose of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary. 

It  Is,  Thesiefore,  On  this  ninth  day  of  April,  in  the  year  1919,  by 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jSDttltttlly  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  c^iven  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
menty  or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  4879 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Washington,  Balti- 
more AND  Annapous  Electric  Rail- 
road Company,  for  the  Approval  of 
the  Certification  and  Delivery  of  Four 
Hundred  and  Thirty-nine  (439)  of  Its 
First  Mortgage  Five  Per  Cent.  Thirty. 
Year  Gold  Bonds  of  the  Par  Value  of 
One  Thousand  Dollars  ($1,000)  Per 
Bond,  Being  a  Part  of  an  Issue  of 
Bonds  Secured  by  Its  First  Mortgage 
Deed  of  Trust,  to  the  Cleveland  Trust 
Company,  as  Trustee,  Dated  March 
1st,  1911,  and  Being  a  Part  of  That 
Portion  of  Said  Issue  of  Said  Bonds 
Reserved  to  Be  Certified  and  Delivered 
and  Used  for  the  Enlargement,  Better- 
ment and  Extension  of  or  Additions  to 
Properties  Covered  by  Said  First 
Mortgagre  Deed  of  Trust. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1665. 


Petition  of  the  Washington,  Baltimore  and  Annapolis  Electric  Rail- 
road Company,  and  exhibit  filed  therewith,  and  the  testimony  and  evi> 
dence  offered  in  support  thereof,  and  all  proceedings  having  been  read 
and  considered,  and  it  appearing  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Maryland  that  the  permission  and  approval  asked  for  in  said  petition 
are  proper  and  the  gn^anting  of  the  same  would  be  convenient  to  the 
public  service,  and  the  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  that  the  use 
of  capital  secured  by  the  certification,  issue  and  delivery  of  the  bonds 
hereinafter  mentioned,  and  authorized  to  be  certified,  issued  and  de- 
livered, is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation : 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  16th  day  of  April,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttttthf  That  the  Washington,  Baltimore  and  Annapolis  Electric 
Railroad  Company  is  hereby  authorized  to  receive  from  the  Cleveland 
Trust  Company,  as  Trustee,  under  the  First  Mortgage  Deed  of  Trust, 
from  the  said  railroad  company,  dated  March  1st,  1911,  four  hundred 
and  thirty-nine  (439)  bonds  numbered  from  five  thousand  six  hundred 
and  eighty-three  (6683)  to  six  thousand  one  hundred  and  twenty-one 
(6121),  both  numbers  inclusive,  of  an  issue  of  First  Mortgage  Five 
Per  Cent.  Thirty-Year  Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggregate  par  value  of  Seven 
Million  Five  Hundred  Thousand  Dollars  ($7,600,000)  secured  by  said 
First  Mortgage  Deed  of  Trust,  the  said  four  hundred  and  thirty-nine 
(439)  bonds  being  a  portion  of  the  bonds  of  said  issue  reserved  for 
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•certification^  issue  and  delivery  for  the  purposes  of  the  enlargement» 
betterment,  extension  of  or  additions  to  the  properties  covered  by  the 
said  First  Morts^age  Deed  of  Trust,  and  the  said  Cleveland  Trust  Com- 
pany, as  Trustee,  is  hereby  authorized  to  certify  and  deliver  the  said 
four  hundred  and  thirty-nine  (439)  bonds  to  the  said  railroad  com- 
pany, the  same  to  be  received  by  the  said  railroad  company  as  reim- 
bursement for  the  enlargement,  betterment,  extension  of  or  additions 
to  the  property  covered  by  the  said  First  Mortgage  Deed  of  Trust, 
amounting  to  Five  Hundred  and  Twenty-six  Thousand  Five  Hundred 
and  Eighty-one  Dollars  and  Sixty  Cents  ($626,581.60) ,  as  set  forth  in 
an  exhibit  filed  with  said  petition  and  marked  ''Exhibit  of  Expendi- 
tures for  the  enlargement,  betterment,  etc.,  from  January  1st,  1918, 
to  December  31st,  1918,''  and  also  as  reimbursement  for  the  sum  of 
One  Thousand  and  Five  Dollars  and  Sixty-three  Cents  ($1005.68) 
expended  in  acquisition  and  permanent  improvements  made  prior  to 
JTanuary  1st,  1918,  and  not  covered  by  the  bonds  heretofore  authorized 
by  this  Commission,  so  that  after  the  delivery  of  said  bonds  there  will 
remain  a  credit  of  Seven  Hundred  and  Eighty-seven  Dollars  and 
Twenty-three  Cents  ($787.28)  on  bonds  to  be  certified  in  the  future, 
said  four  hundred  and  thirty-nine  (439)  bonds,  when  so  certified, 
issued  and  delivered  to  the  said  Washington,  Baltimore  and  Annapolis 
Electric  Railroad  Company,  to  be  and  become,  and  to  be  treated  as 
bonds  in  the  treasury  of  said  company,  with  full  power  and  authority 
of  said  company,  acting  through  its  duly  authorized  officers  or  Board 
of  Directors,  from  time  to  time  to  sell  or  pledge  said  bonds  or  any  of 
them,  provided,  however,  that  before  the  said  company  ^Us  said  bonds 
or  any  part'of  them,  as  hereinbefore  authorized,  it  shall  report  to  this 
Commission  the  terms  and  conditions  of  said  sale  and  shall  secure  the 
approval  of  this  Commission  of  said  sale  without,  however,  the  neces- 
sity of  a  hearing  being  had,  or  any  publication  of  notice  of  said  sale 
or  sales. 

It  Is  Fubtheb  JDttlCCftIf  That  said  Washington,  Baltimore  and 
Annapolis  Electric  Railroad  Company  shall  make  reports  duly  veri- 
fied by  affidavit  as  follows : 

(a)  Upon  the  issue  or  sale  of  said  bonds  hereby  authorized  and 
approved  as  aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  issue  or 
sale,  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof  and  the  amount  realized  there- 
fr<Hn. 
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ORDER  No.  4882 

In  th«  Matter  of  -\  Before  the 

The  Application  of  The  Baltihoke  and     Public  Service  CommisBion 
Ohio  Railroad  Company  for  Author-  of  Maryland, 

ity  to  Issue  $20,000,000.00  of  Refund- 
ing and  General  Mortgage  Bonds.  J  Case  No.  1543. 

Whekeas,  This  Commission  on  June  26th,  1918,  entered  its  Order 
No.  4372  approving  the  issue  and  sale  ov  pledge  of  $20,000,000.00  of 
the  Refunding  and  General  Mortgage  Bonds  of  The  Baltimore  and 
Ohio  Railroad  Company,  said  bonds  to  be  issued  as  a  part  of  Series  A 
bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  5%  per  annum,  the  proceeds  therefrMn 
to  be  used  for  proper  corporate  capital  purposes,  and 

Whereas,  Upon  petition  of  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Com- 
pany thb  Commission  on  February  3rd,  1919,  entered  its  Order  No. 
4656,  authorizing  said  company  to  issue,  sell  or  pledge  its  Series  B 
bonds  bearing  interest  at  rate  of  6%  per  annum,  to  the  amount  of 
120,000,000.00,  in  lieu  of  ito  Series  A  bonds  aforesaid,  and 

WHEBEA3,  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company  has  now  peti- 
tioned this  Commission  for  the  passage  of  a  supplemental  order  ex- 
pressly authorizing  said  company  to  apply  $700,000.00  of  its  Refund- 
ing and  General  Mortgage  Bonds,  Series  B,  authorized  aforesaid,  for 
the  purpose  of  refunding  $700,000,00  of  the  Monongahela  River  Rail- 
road Company's  First  Mortgage  Five  Per  Cent.  Bonds  and  to  accom- 
plish said  refunding,  to  issue  and  deposit  with  the  Trustee  of  its  Re- 
funding and  General  Mortgage  $700,000.00  of  its  Pittsburg,  Lake 
Erie  and  West  Virginia  System  Refunding  Mortgage  Bonds,  and 

WhOieAS,  It  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  tha  Commission,  after 
due  consideration,  that  said  application  should  be  granted, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  16th  day  of  April,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtbtttttt  That  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company  is 
authorized  to  apply  $700,000.00  of  its  Refunding  and  General  Mort- 
gage Bonds,  Series  B,  authorized  to  be  issued  under  order  entered  in 
this  cause  June  26th,  1918,  as  amended  by  order  entered  in  this  cause 
,  1919,  for  the  purpose  of  refunding  $700,000.00  of  the 
River  Railroad  Company's  First  Mortgage  Five  Per 
and,  to  accomplish  said  refunding,  is  authorized  to  issue 
f  its  Pittsburg,  Lake  Erie  and  West  Virginia  System 
artgage  Bonds  to  be  deposited  with  the  Trustee  of  ita 
d  General  Mortgage. 
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ORDER  No.  4894 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Official 
Classification,  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  Their 
Agent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  Supplement 
to  Official  Classification  No.  44,  P.  S. 
C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  559. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
^consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  24th  day  of  April,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

j3Dttlf  ttbji  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the  carriers  not 
under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
Collyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  full  statutory  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  supplement  to  Official  Classification  No.  44, 
P.  S.  C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44,  providing  revision  of  the  specifications  for 
boots  and  shoes  and  for  trunks  containing  merchandise,  as  set  forth  in 
petition  and  exhibit  filed  therewith;  said  supplement  issued  under 
authority  hereof  to  depart  from  the  provisions  of  this  Commission's 
Circular  No.  lOA  in  so  far  as  volume  of  supplemental  matter  is  con- 
cerned, and  including  necessary  additions  to,  changes  in  and  elimina- 
tions from  the  list  of  participating  carriers  contained  in  said  classifi- 
cation. 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 


'^Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4894  of  date  April  24th, 
1919." 
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ORDER  No.  4899 


In  the  Matter  of 
The  Complaint  of  Mrs.  Jambs  S. 

NOPHLIN 

Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and 
Power  Company  of  Baltimore. 


Before  tlie 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1660. 


The  above  cause  being  at  issue  upon  complaint  and  answer  on  file 
and  having  been  previously  set  for  hearing  and  having  been  heard  on 
the  date  hereof,  when  both  parties  were  represented  in  person  or  by 
counsel,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after 
due  consideration  of  all  papers  filed  herein  and  the  testimony  adduced 
at  the  hearing  aforesaid  that  the  original  subject  matter  of  the  com- 
plaint has  been  satisfactorily  adjusted  between  the  parties  and  that 
the  Commission  is  without  jurisdiction  to  errant  the  further  relief  for 
which  the  complainant  has  prayed, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  25th  day  of  April,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtt^ttthp  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed. 


ORDER  No.  4901 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Director  Gen- 
eral OF  Railroads,  Operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland, 
for  Authority  to  Change  Leeland  Sta- 
tion in  Prince  George's  County,  Mary- 
land, from  an  Agency  Station  to  a 
Non-Agency  Station. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1653. 


Whereas,  The  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  in  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for 
authority  to  change  Leeland  station,  in  Prince  George's  County,  Mary- 
land, from  an  agency  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  April  17th, 
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1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's 
Order  No.  4846  passed  March  31st,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and 
finding  of  the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  maintenance  of 
Leeland  station  as  an  agency  station  is  no  longer  reasonably  neces- 
sary or  convenient  for  the  public  service,  but  that  a  station-keeper 
should  be  provided  at  said  station  to  look  after  the  receipt  and  delivery 
of  less  than  carload  freight  and  to  perform  such  other  duties  as  ordi- 
narily devolve  upon  such  an  employe,  if  the  services  of  such  station- 
keeper  can  be  secured  at  a  reasonable  compensation. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  28th  day  of  April,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtbttth^  That  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  be  and  he  is  hereby  authorized 
and  permitted  to  change  Leeland  station,  Prince  George's  County, 
Maryland,  from  an  agency  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  effective 
on  and  after  May  1st,  1919. 

It  Is  Further  iSDt&tttb).  That  the  said  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads, operating  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  shall  provide 
a  station-keeper  at  Leeland  station  not  later  than  the  day  on  which 
the  agency  at  that  point  is  discontinued,  and  thereafter  employ  such 
station-keeper  so  long  as  Leeland  station  is  continued  as  a  non-agency 
station,  provided  the  services  of  such  station-keeper  can  be  secured  at 
a  salary  not  exceeding  $25.00  per  month. 


ORDER  No.  4902 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  the  Director  Gen- 
eral OF  Railroads,  Operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland, 
for  Authority  to  Change  Port  Tobacco 
Station,  in  Charles  County,  Maryland, 
from  an  Agency  to  a  Non-Agency  Sta- 
tion. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1654. 


Whereas,  The  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  in  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for 
authority  to  change  Port  Tobacco  station,  in  Charles  County,  Mary- 
land, from  an  agency  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  April  17th, 
1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's 
Order  No.  4847  passed  March  81st,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and 
finding  of  the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  maintenance  of 
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Port  Tobacco  station  as  an  agency  station  is  no  longer  reasonably  nec- 
essary or  convenient  for  the  public  service,  but  that  a  station-keeper 
should  be  provided  at  said  station  to  look  after  the  receipt  and  deliv- 
ery of  less  than  carload  freight  and  to  perform  such  other  duties  as 
ordinarily  devolve  upon  such  employe,  if  the  services  of  such  station- 
keeper  can  be  secured  at  a  reasonable  compensation, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  28th  day  of  April,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbtttt^ti  That  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  be  and  he  is  hereby  authorized 
and  permitted  to  change  Port  Tobacco  station,  Charles  County,  Mary- 
land, from  an  agency  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  effective  on  and 
after  May  1st,  1919. 

It  Is  Further  iSDtbttXtl>  That  the  said  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads, operating  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  shall  provide 
a  station-keeper  at  Port  Tobacco  station  not  later  than  the  day  on 
which  the  agency  at  that  point  is  discontinued,  and  thereafter  employ 
such  station-keeper  so  long  as  Port  Tobacco  station  is  continued  as  a 
non-agency  station,  provided  the  services  of  such  station-keeper  can 
be  secured  at  a  salary  not  exceeding  $25.00  per  month. 


ORDER  No.  4905 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  R.  E.  Duvall  and 

Company 

The  Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Rail 
WAY  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1640. 


The  above  cause  being  at  issue  upon  complaint  and  answer  on  file 
and  having  been  previously  set  for  hearing  and  having  been  heard  on 
March  27th,  1919,  when  both  parties  were  represented  in  person  or  by 
counsel,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after 
due  consideration  of  all  papers  filed  herein,  especially  the  opinion  of 
its  General  Counsel,  and  the  testimony  adduced  at  the  hearing  afore- 
said that  it  is  without  jurisdiction  to  grant  the  relief  for  which  the 
complainant  has  prayed. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  28th  day  of  April,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDthttttif  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed  without  prejudice,  for  lack  of  jurisdic- 
tion upon  the  part  of  this  Commission  to  pass  upon  the  issue  thereby 
presented. 
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ORDER  No.  4906 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Official 
Classification,  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  Their 
Ag^ent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  Supplement 
to  Official  Classification  No.  44,  P.  S. 
C.  Md.  O  C.  No.  44. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  560. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  29th  day  of  April,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttittttp  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the  carriers  not 
under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
CoUyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  full  statutory  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  supplement  to  Official  Classification  No.  44, 
P.  S.  C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44,  providing  additional  classification  for  beet 
or  cane  residuum  potash,  and  changing  the  classification  for  self- 
propelling  freight  delivery  -wagons  or  trucks,  as  set  forth  in  petition 
herein  and  including  necessary  additions  to,  changes  in  and  elimina- 
tions from  the  list  of  participating  carriers  contained  in  said  classifi- 
cation; said  supplement  issued  under  authority  hereof  to  depart  from 
the  provisions  of  this  Commission's  Circular  No.  lOA  in  so  far  as  vol- 
ume of  supplemental  matter  is  concerned. 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 


''Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4906  of  date  April  29th, 
1919." 
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ORDER  No.  4907 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Washington,  Balti- 
more AND  Annapolis  Electric  Rail- 
road Company  for  an  Order  Permit- 
ting and  Approving  the  Construction 
of  a  Siding  Connecting  With  Its 
North-Bound  Track  Between  Elk  and 
Bush  Streets,  Baltimore,  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commisaion 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1670. 


Whereas,  It  appears  from  the  petition  and  exhibit  filed  in  the  above 
entitled  matter,  that  the  proposed  construction  is  necessary  and  con- 
.venient  for  the  public  service,  and 

Whereas,  The  said  construction  is  not  a  matter  of  such  character 
;as  to  require  the  same  to  be  set  for  hearing  under  the  provisions  of 
Section  26  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  law,  ^ 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  twenty-ninth  day  of  April,  1919,  by  the  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

fiDttltttb^  That  the  construction  proposed  in  the  above  entitled  ap- 
plication be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  permitted  and  approved. 


ORDER  No.  4908 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Hagerstown 
and  Frederick  Railway  Company  for 
Authority  to  Issue  $40,000.00  Par 
Value  of  Its  First  and  Refunding 
Bonds. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1669. 


The  above  entitled  matter  having  this  day  come  on  for  hearing  after 
due  notice  published  in  compliance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No. 
4900  passed  April  25th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of 
the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  issue  by  the  applicant.  The 
Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Railway  Company,  of  $40,000.00  face 
amount  of  its  First  and  Refunding  Mortgage  Thirty- Year  Sinking 
Fund  Gold  Bonds,  Six  Per  Cent.  Series,  is  reasonably  required  for  the 
purposes  of  said  corporation, 

It  Is,  Therefcre.  This  30th  day  of  April,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
•dred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtittth,  That  the  applicant.  The  Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Rail- 
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way  Company,  be  and  it  is  hereby  authorized  to  issue  and  deliver  not 
exceeding  $40,000.00,  face  amount,  of  its  First  and  Refunding  Mort- 
gage Thirty- Year  Sinking  Fund  Gold  Bonds,  Six  Per  Cent.  Series,  and 
to  use  the  same  for  collateral  purposes  as  mentioned  in  said  petition, 
and  with  the  further  right  to  the  said  Company  to  sell  and  dispose  of 
the  said  bonds,  or  any  part  thereof,  at  any  time,  at  not  less  than  95% 
of  the  face  value  of  the  same;  the  proceeds  to  be  applied  as  in  said 
petition  set  forth,  the  Commission  having  determined  that  the  use  of 
the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  of  said  bonds  is  reasonably  re- 
quired for  the  purposes  of  said  company,  to  wit:  the  lawful  discharge 
and  refunding  of  its  obligations  incurred  in  making  expenditures  for 
proper  corporate  capital  purposes. 

It  Is  Further  SOttttth,  That  The  Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Rail* 
way  Company  report  to  this  Commission  the  fact  of  the  issuance  and 
delivery  of  said  bonds,  and  if  the  same  are  sold,  the  amount  so  sold 
and  the  price  obtained  therefor. 


ORDER  No.  4910 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Official 
Classification,  by  R.  N.  Collyeb,  Their 
Agent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  Supplements 
to  Official  Classification  No.  44,  P.  S. 
C.  Md.  0.  C.  No.  44,  Departing  from 
the  Provisions  of  This  Commission's 
Circular  No.  lOA  In  So  Far  As  Volume 
of  Supplemental  Matter  Is  Concerned. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S*  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  561. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  1st  day  of  May,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

fSOttlttttiy  That  pending  the  issue  of  the  Consolidated  Classification, 
now  in  course  of  preparation,  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the 
carriers  not  under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification, 
by  R,  N.  CoUyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  full  statutory 
notice  to  the  Commission  and  the  public,  supplements  to  Official  Clas- 
sification No.  44,  P.  S.  C.  Md.  0.  C.  No.  44,  departing  from  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Commission's  Circular  No.  lOA  in  so  far  as  volume  of 
supplemental  matter  is  concerned;  such  supplements  to  include  neces- 
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sary  additions  to,  changes  in  and  eliminations  from  the  list  of  partici- 
pating carriers  contained  in  said  classification,  as  well  as  any  other 
changes  in,  additions  to  or  eliminations  from,  ratings,  classification 
descriptions,  or  rules  contained  in  said  classification,  as  may  be  re- 
quired; the  special  permission  contained  herein  does  not  waive  any  of 
the  requirements  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  or  of  the 
rules  of  the  Conunission  except  as  herein  provided. 

Provided.  Said  supplements  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  thereof,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law,  and 
that  all  copies  of  said  supplements  shall  bear  the  following  notation : 

"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4910  of  date  May  1st, 
1919." 


ORDER  No.  4912 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  the  Pirector  Gen- 
eral OF  Railroads,  Operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland, 
for  Authority  to  Change  Melvale  Sta- 
tion, Baltimore  City,  Maryland,  from 
an  Agency  to  a  Non- Agency  Station. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Conmiission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1666. 


Whereas,  The  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  in  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commisson  for 
authority  to  change  Melvale  station,  Baltimore  City,  Maryland,  from 
an  agency  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard 
after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order 
No.  4889  passed  April  23rd,  1919,  and  no  protests  thereto  having  been 
made  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after 
due  hearing  that  the  maintenance  of  Melvale  station  as  an  agency 
station  is  no  longer  reasonably  necessary  or  convenient  for  the  public 
service. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  2nd  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iQDtbttfb^  That  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  be  and  he  is  hereby  authorized 
and  permitted  to  change  Melvale  station,  Baltimore  City,  Maryland, 
from  an  agency  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  effective  on  and  after 
May  15th,  1919. 
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ORDER  No.  4913 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Director  General 
of  Railroads,  Operating  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  Company,  for  an  Order 
Approving  the  Operation  of  Matta- 
woman  Station,  Charles  County,  Mary- 
land, as  a  Non-Agency  Passenger, 
Baggage  and  Freight  Station. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1665. 


Whereas,  The  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  in  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for 
authority  to  change  Matta woman  station,  Charles  County,  Maryland, 
from  an  agency  freight  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard 
after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order 
No.  4887  passed  April  22nd,  1919,  and  no  protests  thereto  having  been 
made  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  due 
hearing  that  the  maintenance  of  Mattawoman  station  as  an  agrency 
freight  station  is  no  longer  reasonably  necessary  or  convenient  for  the 
public  service, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  2nd  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbttttit,  That  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  be  and  he  is  hereby  authorized 
and  permitted  to  change  Mattawoman  station,  Charles  County,  Mary- 
land, from  an  agency  freight  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  effective 
on  and  after  May  15th,  1919. 


ORDER  No.  4915 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  the  Director  Gen- 
eral OF  Railroads,  Operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland, 
for  Authority  to  Change  Croom  Sta- 
tion, Prince  George's  County,  Mary- 
land, from  an  Agency  to  a  Non-Agency 
Station. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1668. 


Whereas,  The  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  in  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for 
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authority  to  change  Croom  Station,  Prince  George's  County,  Mary- 
land, from  a  second-class  agency  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  and 

Whereas.  The  application  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard 
after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order 
No.  4891  passed  April  23rd,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding 
of  the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  public  necessity  and  con- 
venience reasonably  require  the  maintenance  of  Croom  Station  as  an 
agency  station,  and  that  an  agent  should  be  employed  at  that  point  if 
the  services  of  such  an  agent  can  be  secured  at  a  reasonable  compen- 
sation, 

'  It  Is,  Therefore,  This  5th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDttttthf  That  the  application  of  the  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads, operating  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  for  authority 
to  change  Croom  Station,  Prince  George's  County,  Maryland,  from  a 
second-class  agency  station  to  a  non-agency  station  be  and  it  is  hereby 
denied  and  dismissed. 

And  It  Is  Further  iSDtllttfb^  That  until  the  further  order  of  this 
Commission  in  the  premises,  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  oper- 
ating the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  be  and  he  is  hereby  di- 
rected and  required  to  continue  Croom  Station  as  a  second-class  agency 
station,  provided  the  services  of  an  agent  can  be  secured  at  a  salary 
not  exceeding  |50.00  per  month,  with  the  right  to  the  Director  General 
of  Railroads  to  have  the  Commission  reopen  this  case  for  further  con- 
sideration in  the  event  of  his  being  unable  to  secure  the  services  of  an 
agent  at  the  compensation  fixed  by  the  Commission. 


ORDER  No.  4916 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Consolidated  Gas 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
OF  Baltimore  for  the  Approval  of  an 
Agreement  Between  It  and  The  Ches- 
apeake AND  Potomac  Telephone  Com- 
pany for  the  Sale  by  the  Former  to  the 
Latter  of  Eleven  Poles  on  College  Ave- 
nue and  Three  Anchor  Guys,  All  Lo- 
cated in  District  No.  2,  Howard 
County,  Maryland,  Under  the  Terms 
and  Provisions  of  Order  No.  2954,  En- 
tered July  26th,  1916,  in  Case  No.  1151. 

The  agrreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1672. 
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purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  coixsummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  fifth  day  of  May,  in  the  year  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtbttthp  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
<cordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  4924 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  Emmitsburg  RaHt- 
ROAD  and  Hagerstown  and  Frederick 
Railway  Company,  by  W.  L.  Pratt, 
Their  Agent,  for  Permission  Under 
Section  15  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission Law  to  File  and  Publish  on 
Less  Than  Statutory  Notice  Tariff  of 
Summer  Tourist  Fares. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  562. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  7th  day  of  May,  1919,  by  the  Public 
^Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iQDttltCCllft  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  The  Emmits- 
burg Railroad  and  Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Railway  Company,  by 
W.  L.  Pratt,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  tariff  of  summer  tourist  fares  applying 
l>etween  points  in  Maryland  on  lines  under  Federal  control  and  points 
in  Maryland  on  or  via  lines  of  petitioning  carriers. 

Provided,  Said  tariff  containing  said  fares  be  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sion upon  issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required 
by  law,  and  that  all  copies  of  said  tariff  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 


tion: 


''Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4924  of  date  May  7th, 


1919. 


M 
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ORDER  No.  4925 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  Northern  Natural  Gas 
Company  for  Permission  to  File  and 
Publish  on  Less  Than  Statutory  No- 
tice Supplement  No.  2  to  Petitioner's 
Rate  Schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  4. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  663. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  7th  day  of  May,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDttlttttly  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given.  Northern 
Natural  Gas  Company  to  file,  publish  and  make  effective  as  of  May 
1st,  1919,  Supplement  No.  2  to  petitioner's  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
No.  4,  which  supplement  does  not  effect  any  change  in  the  rates 
charged  for  natural  gas  up  to  and  including  consumption  of  200,000 
cubic  feet  per  month,  but  makes  provision  for  the  supply  of  consump- 
tion in  excess  of  200,000  cubic  feet  per  month  during  the  months  of 
May,  June,  July,  Augrust,  September  and  October,  1919,  when  avail- 
able, at  rates  specified  in  said  supplement,  copy  of  which  is  filed  herein, 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 

"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4925  of  date  May  7th, 
1919." 


Provided  FxntTHER,  That  the  permission  hereby  given  shall  not  be 
taken  or  construed  to  be  an  approval  by  the  Commission  of  the  just- 
ness or  reasonableness  of  the  rates  contained  in  said  supplemental 
schedule,  said  rates  remaining  subject  to  investigation  and  correction 
upon  complaint  or  upon  the  Commission's  own  motion,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  as  fully  as  if  this  order 
had  not  been  entered. 
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ORDER  No.  4926 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  West  Virginia  and 
Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Mary- 
land for  Permission  to  File  and  Pub- 
lish on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice 
Supplement  No.  5  to  Petitioner's  Rate 
Schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  4. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  564. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  7th  day  of  May,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtllttf &»  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given.  West  Virginia 
and  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Maryland  to  file,  publish  and  make 
effective  as  of  May  1st,  1919,  Supplement  No.  6  to  petitioner's  rate 
schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  4,  which  supplement  does  not  effect  any 
change  in  the  rates  charged  for  natural  gas  up  to  and  including  con- 
sumption of  200,000  cubic  feet  per  month,  but  makes  provision  for  the 
supply  of  consumption  in  excess  of  200,000  cubic  feet  per  month  dur- 
ing the  months  of  May,  June,  July,  August,  September  and  October, 
1919,  when  available,  at  rates  specified  in  said  supplement,  copy  of 
which  is  filed  herein, 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 

"Issued  under  special  i>ermission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4926  of  date  May  7th, 
1919." 


Provided  Further,  That  the  permission  hereby  given  shall  not  be 
taken  or  construed  to  be  an  approval  by  the  Commission  of  the  just- 
ness or  reasonableness  of  the  rates  contained  in  said  supplemental 
schedule,  said  rates  remaining  subject  to  investigation  and  correction 
upon  complaint  or  upon  the  Commission's  own  motion,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  as  fully  as  if  this  order 
had  not  been  entered. 
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ORDER  No.  4927 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  West  Virginia  and 
Maryland  Gas  Company  for  Permis- 
sion to  File  and  Publish  on  Less  Than 
Statutory  Notice  Supplement  No.  6  to 
Petitioner's  Rate  Schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
No.  7. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  565. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  7th  day  of  May,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDttlttt&>  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given.  West  Virginia 
and  Maryland  Gas  Company  to  file,  publish  and  make  effective  as  of 
May  1st,  1919,  Supplement  No.  5  to  petitioner's  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C. 
Md.  No.  7,  which  supplement  does  not  effect  any  change  in  the  rates 
charged  for  natural  gas  up  to  and  including  consumption  of  200,000 
cubic  feet  per  month,  but  makes  provision  for  the  supply  of  consump- 
tion in  excess  of  200,000  cubic  feet  per  month  during  the  months  of 
May,  June,  July,  August,  September  and  October,  1919,  when  avail- 
able, at  rates  specified  in  said  supplement,  copy  of  which  is  filed  herein, 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commbsion  upon 
issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 

"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4927  of  date  May  7th, 
1919." 


Provided,  Further,  That  the  permission  hereby  given  shall  not  be 
taken  or  construed  to  be  an  approval  by  the  Commission  of  the  just- 
ness or  reasonableness  of  the  rates  contained  in  said  supplemental 
schedule,  said  rates  remaining  subject  to  investigation  and  correction 
upon  complaint  or  upon  the  Commission's  own  motion,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  as  fully  as  if  this  order 
had  not  been  entered. 
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ORDER  No.  4928 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  BEaiUN  and  Lov- 
ETTSVILLE  BRIDGE  C!oMPANY  for  Per- 
mission Under  Section  16  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  Law  to  File  and 
Publish  on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice 
Rates  for  Tractors  Crossinsr  Toll 
Bridge  of  Petitioner. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  666. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  7th  day  of  May,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtbttt1^%  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  The  Berlin  and 
Lovettsville  Bridge  Company  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to 
the  Commission  and  the  public,  rates  for  tractors  crossing  toll  bridge 
of  petitioner,  as  follows : 

One  way,  without  load $  .60 

One  way,  with  load  and  equipment  (not  exceeding  five 
tons)  1.00 

Provided,  Tariff  containing  said  rates  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
upon  issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by 
law,  and  that  all  copies  of  said  tariff  shall  bear  the  following  notation : 

"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4928  of  date  May  7th, 
1919." 


ORDER  No.  4930 


In  the  Matter  of 
The  Complaint  of  Haroij)  H.  Ballard 

V8, 

The  Baltimore  County  Water  and 
Electric  Company. 


Before  the 


Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1671. 


Whereas,  It  appears  from  the  papers  filed  in  this  case,  and  particu- 
larly from  the  letter  of  the  complainant  filed  herein  on  the  date  hereof 
that  the  complaint  has  been  satisfied. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  seventh  day  of  May,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtllf  ttb>  That  the  said  complaint  be  entered  as  satisfied  and  the 
same  is  hereby  dismissed. 
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ORDER  No.  4932 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  op 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agn*eement,  Dated  March  12th, 
1919,  Between  It  and  The  American 
Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company 
for  the  Lease  by  the  Former  to  the 
Latter  of  a  Storeroom,  Garage  and 
Storage  Yard  in  Havre  de  Grace,  Har- 
ford County,  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1674. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  ninth  day  of  May,  in  the  year  1919,  by 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtb^tttl^  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  4937 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  the  Director  Gen- 
eral OF  Railroads,  Operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland, 
for  Authority  to  Chang^e  Melvale  Sta- 
tion, Baltimore  City,  Maryland,  from 
an  Agency  to  a  Non- Agency  Station. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1666. 


Upon  petition  of  Columbus  O'D.  Lee  and  a  number  of  other  patrons 
of  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  using  Melvale  station,  Baltimore,  Mary- 
land, for  the  suspension  of  Order  No.  4912  entered  herein  by  the  Com- 
mission on  May  2nd,  1919,  by  which  order  the  Director  General  of 
Railroads,  operating  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  was 
authorized  and  permitted  to  change  Melvale  station  from  an  agency 
station  to  a  non-agency  station,  effective  May  15th,  1919,  and  further 
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praying  that  they  be  given  opportunity  to  be  heard  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  discontinuance  of  agency  at  said  station. 

It  Is,  This  12th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and 
Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtX^ttttp  That  this  Commission's  Order  No.  4912  entered  herein 
on  May  2nd,  1919,  be  and  it  is  hereby  suspended  pending  rehearing  of 
this  matter. 

Further  SDtttttbf  That  the  above  entitled  matter  be  and  it  is 
hereby  set  for  rehearing  at  the  office  of  the  Commission,  Baltimore, 
Maryland,  on  Monday,  May  26th,  1919,  at  10  o'clock  A.  M. 


V 


ORDER  No.  4938 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Engush  Consul  Es- 
tate Improvement  Association,  Inc., 
and  John  Glass 


V8, 


Washington,  Baltimore  and  Annapo- 
lis Electric  Railroad  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1663. 


The  above  cause  having  been  previously  set  for  hearing  and  having 
been  heard  on  April  24th,  1919,  when  both  parties  were  represented  in 
person  or  by  counsel,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Com- 
mission that  the  complainants  are  not  entitled  to  the  relief  for  which 
they  have  prayed, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  18th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland^ 

jQDtbf  tttif  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed. 
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ORDER  No.  4939 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  and  Application  of  The 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  and 
The  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad 
Company  for  an  Order  Permitting  and 
Approving  the  Acquisition  by  the  For- 
mer Company  of  the  Corporate  Rights, 
Franchises  and  Privileges,  and  All  the 
Railroads  and  Other  Corporate  Prop- 
erty, Rights  and  Credits  of  The  Cum- 
berland Valley  Railroad  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1673. 


The  petition  and  application  of  The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Com- 
pany and  The  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company  praying  for  an 
order  of  the  Commission  approving  the  acquisition  by  the  former  com- 
pany of  the  corporate  rights,  franchises  and  privileges,  and  all  the 
railroads  and  other  corporate  property,  rights  and  credits  of  the  said 
The  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company,  together  with  the  Exhibits 
A,  B,  C,  D  and  E  referred  to  therein,  having  been  filed;  and  the  mat- 
ter having  been  set  down  for  hearing,  by  the  order  of  the  Commission 
passed  on  the  9th  day  of  May,  1919,  at  10  o'clock  A.  M.,  on  the  14th 
day  of  May,  1919,  and  now  coming  on  to  be  heard;  and  it  appearing 
to  the  Commission  that  .due  publication  of  the  notice  of  hearing  in 
accordance  with  the  Commission's  order  has  been  made  by  the  publi- 
cation of  the  Commission's  order  setting  this  matter  down  for  hear- 
ing; and  it  further  appearing  to  the  Commission  from  its  considera- 
tion of  the  petition  and  exhibits  and  the  evidence  therein  offered  at 
the  hearing  that  the  things  of  and  for  which  the  Commission's  ap- 
proval and  permission  are  asked  herein  are  necessary  or  convenient 
for  the  public  service, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  14th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

j9Dttltttb>  That  the  permission  and  approval  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland  are  hereby  given  to  the  acquisition  by  The 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company  of  the  corporate  rights,  franchises 
and  privileges,  and  all  the  railroads  and  other  corporate  property, 
rights  and  credits  of  The  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company,  said 
corporations  being  the  petitioners  and  applicants  herein,  upon  the 
terms,  stipulations  and  conditions  set  out  in  the  agreement  dated  Janu- 
ary 22nd,  1919,  between  the  said  The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company 
and  the  said  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Company,  a  certified  copy 
of  which  has  been  filed  in  these  proceedings  with  the  petition  and 
application  marked  ''Exhibit  E,"  subject,  however,  in  all  respects,  to 
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the  rights  of  the  United  States  of  America,  the  President  thereof,  or 
the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  incident  to  or  growing  out  of  the 
taking  over  of  the  railroads  and  property  of  the  corporations,  parties 
to  said  agreement,  pursuant  to  the  proclamation  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States  dated  December  26th,  1919;  and 

It  Is  Fubtheb  fiDttl^tCb>  That,  after  the  above  agreement  has  been 
filed  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  State  of  Maryland  in  accord- 
ance with  law,  a  copy  thereof,  certified  by  the  Secretary  of  State^ 
be  filed  in  these  proceedings. 


ORDER  No.  4940 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Marion  Gukran  and 
William  Johnstone  for  a  Permit  to 
Operate  a  Motor  Vehicle  for  Public 
Use. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1441. 


The  applicants  in  the  above  cause  having  failed  to  take  further 
action  in  connection  therewith. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  14th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jSDtllttClIt  That  the  application  herein  be  and  the  same  is  hereby 
dismissed  without  prejudice. 


ORDER  No.  4941 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Ellicott  Machine 
Corporation 


VB, 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1500. 


The  Ellicott  Machine  Corporation  having  advised  the  Commission  in 
letter  dated  March  14th,  1919,  that  hearing  is  not  desired  in  the  above 
entitled  matter,  and  the  co-complainants  having  failed  to  prosecute 
further,  after  due  notice. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  14th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jflDtllttftit  That  the  complaint  herein  be  and  the  same  is  hereby 
dismissed  without  prejudice. 


J 
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ORDER  No.  4943 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  the  Washington 
Suburban  Sanitary  Commission  for 
Authority  to  Issue  $50,000.00  of  Its 
Five  Per  Cent.  Bonds. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1524. 


Whereas,  This  Conunission  on  July  19th,  1918,  entered  its  Order  No. 
4416  herein  permitting  and  approving  the  issue  and  sale  for  cash  at 
not  less  than  par  of  $50,000.00  face  amount  of  bonds  of  the  Wash- 
ington Suburban  Sanitary  Conmiission,  the  proceeds  therefrom  to  be 
applied  to  the  purposes  set  forth  in  the  application  herein,  including 
the  retirement  of  outstanding  bonds  to  the  amount  of  $10,000.00  there- 
tofore issued  by  authority  of  Chapter  313  of  the  Acts  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  Maryland,  Session  of  1916,  and 

Whereas,  Said  Washington  Suburban  Sanitary  Commission  has  now 
petitioned  this  Commission  for  the  passage  of  an  order  authorizing  it 
to  expend  said  $10,000.00,  being  part  of  the  total  issue  of  $60,000.00 
authorized  by  this  Commission's  Order  No.  4416  aforesaid,  for  certain 
additional  engineering  purposes,  in  lieu  of  applying  same  to  the  retire- 
ment of  the  bonds  aforesaid,  it  having  been  found  impracticable  at 
this  time  to  retire  the  said  bonds,  and 

Whereas,  It  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after 
due  consideration  that  said  petition  is  reasonable  and  proper  and 
should  be  granted, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  15th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jQDttltCttl^  That  the  Washington  Suburban  Sanitary  Commission  is 
hereby  authorized  and  permitted  to  apply  $10,000.00  of  the  proceeds 
from  the  sale  of  bonds  of  the  aggreg^ate  face  amount  of  $50,000.00 
authorized  to  be  issued  by  this  Commission's  Order  No.  4416  entered 
July  19th,  1918,  for  engineering  purposes,  in  lieu  of  applying  said 
$10,000.00  to  the  retirement  of  bonds  of  like  face  amount  theretofore 
issued. 
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OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  the  Inter-Ocean  Oil 
Company,  the  Prudential  Oil  Com- 
pany, the  United  States  Asphalt  Re- 
fining Company,  the  Union  Ship- 
building Company,  Martin  Wagner 
Company,  Swift  and  Company,  F,  S. 
Royster  Guano  Company,  Rasin  Mon- 
umental Company,  Standard  Acid 
Works,  and  the  Baltimore  Car  Foun- 
dry Company 


V8, 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1683.  . 


By  the  Commission. 


Filed  May  16th,  1919. 


Order  No.  4609  was  passed  in  the  above  case  January  7th,  1919,  and 
provided  in  substance  as  follows: 

1.  That  beginning  January  19th,  1919,  and  until  December  31st, 
1919,  the  respondent  company  should  issue  on  its  Curtis  Bay  Line 
transfers  entitling  the  holder  to  a  continuous  ride  thereon  as  such 
transfers  were  issued  on  and  prior  to  September  30th,  1919,  except 
that  the  charge  for  such  transfers  should  thereafter  be  four  cents 
instead  of  three  cents,  as  formerly. 

2.  That  within  thirty  days  from  the  date  of  the  order,  or  within 
such  further  period  of  extension  as  might  be  g^ranted  for  good  cause 
shown,  the  respondent  company  should  render  reasonably  adequate 
and  proper  service  over  said  line,  and  to  its  patrons  generally  in  the 
Fairfield  and  East  Brooklyn  Districts,  ''the  means  by  which  such  ade- 
quate service  is  to  be  rendered  to  be  left  for  the  present  to  the  judg- 
ment and  discretion  of  the  respondent  company,  subject  to  more  spe- 
cific orders  by  this  Conunission  in  case  the  relief  hereby  ordered  is  not 
speedily  afforded.'' 

In  the  opinion  in  the  main  cases,  Nos.  1568  and  1583,  of  which  this 
case  was  a  part,  it  was  stated  that  three  ways  had  been  pointed  out 
by  which  the  service  to  the  Fairfield  district  could  be  materially  im- 
proved vnthout  any  very  great  expense,  (1)  by  side-tracking  some  of 
the  Curtis  Bay  main  line  cars  at  Stone  House  Cove;  (2)  by  com- 
pleting the  Fairfield  extension  as  originally  contemplated  in  the  form 
of  a  complete  loop  over  one  or  the  other  of  the  routes  suggested,  and 
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putting  additional  cars  thereon,  or  (8)  by  installing  a  series  of  tarn- 
out  switches  on  the  existing  jerk-water  line  pending  the  completion  of 
such  loop,  and  running  additional  cars  over  the  same. 

On  January  16th,  1919,  the  respondent  company  filed  a  petition  with 
the  Commission  praying  a  modification  of  the  above  opinion  and  order 
filed  January  7th,  1919,  so  far  as  the  same  affected  the  question  of  the 
respondent  company's  service  over  the  Fairfield  extension  of  its  Curtis 
Bay  Line,  and  to  its  patrons  generally  in  the  Fairfield  and  East 
Brooklyn  districts,  more  particularly  during  the  rush  hours  on  said 
line.    In  this  connection  the  company  suggested: 

1.  That  the  Commission  should  by  its  order,  and  as  a  condition  of 
any  additional  service,  require  the  complainants  to  perform  and  carry 
out  the  agreement  made  by  them  with  the  respondent  for  permits  and 
rights  of  way,  as  disclosed  in  the  testimony;  and,  incidentally,  that 
the^  complainants  should  be  required  to  refund  to  the  respondent  the 
sum  of  Five  Hundred  Dollars  which  it  was  compelled  to  pay  for  a 
permit  to  the  State  Roads  Commission  of  Maryland.  The  respondent 
further  stated  in  this  connection  that  without  rights  of  way  from  some 
of  the  petitioners  it  could  not  construct  the  switches  suggested  in  the 
opinion,  and  that  even  with  the  right  of  way  which  it  expected  to^ 
obtain  from  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Company,  the  projected 
extension  to  Fairfield  could  not  be  completed  within  the  thirty  days^ 
period  fixed  by  the  Commission. 

2.  That  the  petitioners  should,  by  an  order  of  the  Commission,  and 
as  a  condition  of  further  relief,  be  required  to  co-operate  with  the 
respondent  by  reasonably  adjusting  their  opening  and  closing  hours  to 
the  conditions  created  by  the  morning  and  evening  peaks  of  the  rush- 
hour  demands  upon  the  respondent's  service,  the  respondent  stating 
that  its  investment  in  the  building  and  maintenance  of  the  Fairfield 
extension  would  be  a  substantial  one,  and  involved,  as  contemplated  at 
the  time  of  the  filing  of  the  petition,  no  additional  fare. 

The  petitioners  referred  to  in  the  above  petition  for  modification 
were  the  Inter-Ocean  Oil  Company,  the  United  States  Asphalt  Re- 
fining Company,  the  Union  Shipbuilding  Company,  the  Martin  Wag- 
ner Company,  Swift  &  Company,  the  Rasin  Monumental  Company, 
the  F.  S.  Royster  Guano  Company,  and  the  Standard  Acid  Works,  all 
large  employers  of  labor,  with  plants  located  at  or  near  Fairfield  in 
the  Curtis  Bay  district,  said  district  being  reached  by  the  Curtis  Bay 
Line  of  the  respondent  company.  The  above  parties  had  filed  a  peti- 
tion in  the  main  cause  complaining  both  of  the  proposed  increases  in 
fares  effective  October  1st,  1918,  and  also  of  the  equipment  and  service 
of  the  company  on  the  lines  leading  to  Fairfield. 

It  appeared  from  the  evidence  and  statements  of  counsel  in  the 
argument  that  some  months  prior  to  the  docketing  of  these  cases  cer-r 
tain  of  the  above  petitioning  corporations  requested  the  respondent  to 
construct  the  Fairfield  extension  of  the  Brookljm  Line  by  carrying  the 
same  through  Fairfield  in  the  form  of  a  loop,  and  in  this  connection 
had  agreed  to  give  certain  rights  of  way,  acquire  certain  necessary 
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permits  and  pay  certain  of  the  expenses  in  connection  therewith,  the 
8i>ecific  claim  of  the  respondent  being  for  $500.00  which  it  had  been 
compelled  to  pay  the  State  Roads  Commission  of  Maryland  for  a  per- 
mit to  run  such  extension  over  the  public  road  leading  to  Fairfield. 

It  further  appeared  that  a  great  deal  of  the  difficulty  in  connection 
with  the  respondent's  service  to  the  Fairfield  district  was  due  to  the 
fact  that  the  above-named  petitioning  corporations  and  others  em- 
ployed in  the  aggregate  many  thousands  of  workmen  who  began  work 
and  were  discharged  at  approximately  uniform  morning  and  after- 
noon hours,  respectively,  the  result  being  great  congestion  at  these 
particular  periods. 

It  further  appeared  that  several  of  the  above-named  petitioning 
corporations  operated  boats  or  barges  for  the  transportation  of  their 
employes,  and  it  was  contended  by  the  respondent  company  that  if  its 
service  should  He  g^reatly  improved  to  its  Fairfield  district,  those  oper- 
ating these  boats  would  discontinue  the  same,  with  the  result  that  the 
thousands  now  using  such  boats  daily  would  be  rendered  entirely  de- 
pendent upon  the  respondent  corporation  for  transportation  to  and 
from  work,  thus  g^reatly  adding  to  the  difficulties  of  an  already  diffi- 
cult situation. 

Since  the  hearing  of  the  above  petition  of  the  respondent  for  a 
modification  of  Order  No.  4609  the  respondent  company  has  completed 
the  Fairfield  loop  and  is  now  engaged  in  operating  cars  over  the  same. 
The  Commission  is  advised  by  its  Transportation  Department  that 
service  over  this  extension  is  at  the  present  time  reasonably  satisfac- 
tory. These  facts  dispose  of  the  respondent  company's  first  ground 
for  modification  of  the  order.  Any  questions  which  may  still  remain 
open  between  the  respondent  company  and  any  of  the  above-named 
petitioning  corporations  with  respect  to  their  relative  pecuniary  obli- 
gations growing  out  of  this  extension  must  be  left  by  this  Commission 
to  the  parties  for  adjustment  among  themselves  or  for  settlement  in 
some  appropriate  forum,  this  Commission  having  no  jurisdiction  to 
determine  any  such  question. 

Nor  is  this  Commission  of  the  opinion  that  it  has  any  jurisdiction 
to  pass  an  order  requiring  the  petitioning  corporations  or  any  of  them 
to  co-operate  with  the  respondent  by  reasonably  adjusting  their  open- 
ing and  closing  hours  to  the  conditions  created  by  the  morning  and 
evening  peaks  of  the  rush-hour  demands  upon  the  respondent's  service, 
as  prayed  in  the  second  clause  of  the  respondent's  petition  for  a 
modification. 

While  the  petition  of  the  above  corporations  was  nominally  in  their 
individual  names,  the  thing  they  demanded  was  an  improvement  in  the 
respondent  company's  service  to  the  public  using  the  company's  lines 
in  this  particular  district.  The  obligation  of  a  public  service  cor- 
poration to  render  reasonably  adequate  service  is  an  obligation  which 
such  corporation  owes  to  the  general  public  and  not  to  individuals  as 
such,  except  in  so  far  as  such  individuals  are  members  of  the  general 
public    It  is  a  public,  not  a  private  obligation,  which  it,  and  it  alone. 
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owes  to  the  public.  Therefore  an  order  of  the  Commission  requiring^ 
a  public  service  corporation  to  render  reasonably  adequate  service 
cannot  properly  be  conditioned  upon  certain  individual  members  of  the 
general  public  being  required  to  render  their  co-operation  toward  the 
general  improvement  of  such  service.  This  Commission  has  full  and 
complete  jurisdiction  over  the  respondent  company  so  far  as  its  obli- 
gations to  render  reasonably  adequate  service  to  the  public  is  con- 
cerned; but  it  has  no  jurisdiction  over  the  manufacturers  of  the 
community  and  no  right  to  reg^ulate  the  opening  or  closing  hours  of 
such. 

The  Commission  has,  however,  the  pov/er  primarily  to  determine 
what  shall  or  shall  not  constitute  reasonably  adequate  street  railway 
service  in  any  given  case.  Reasonably  adequate  service  is  a  relative 
term,  and  what  shall  or  shall  not  constitute  reasonably  adequate 
service  in  any  given  case  depends  largely  upon  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances of  that  particular  case.  This  fact  has  been  realized  by  this 
Commission  in  the  past,  as  is  evidenced  by  the  rules  adopted  by  it 
for  the  governance  of  street  railway  corporations  in  Baltimore  City 
subject  to  its  jurisdiction.  In  those  rules  it  was  provided  in  substance 
that  reasonably  adequate  service  during  the  non-rush  hours  required 
a  seat  for  each  passenger,  whereas  during  the  rush  hours  the  require- 
ment might  be  complied  with  even  though  a  number  of  passengers 
were  required  to  stand.  The  same  principle  will  govern  this  Commis- 
sion in  determining  whether  or  not  the  respondent  company's  service 
in  the  Fairfield  district  is  or  is  not  reasonably  adequate.  The  com- 
pany owes  the  obligation  to  render  reasonably  adequate  service  not 
only  to  those  in  the  Fairfield  district,  but  as  well  to  those  in  every 
other  portion  of  the  large  community  which  it  serves.  To  require  it 
to  render  service  of  a  certain  standard  in  the  Fairfield  district  might 
well  render  the  company  unable  to  furnish  reasonably  adequate 
service  in  other  districts,  and  the  Commission  must  pass  upon  this 
question  in  the  different  districts  as  they  arise  in  the  light  of  the 
circumstances  surrounding  each.  In  the  case  of  the  Fairfield  district 
it  would  not  be  reasonable  to  expect  the  respondent  company  to 
furnish  a  seat  for  each  passenger  during  the  rush-hour  period  if  all 
the  large  manufacturers  of  this  community  open  their  factories  at  the 
same  hours  and  close  them  at  the  same  hours,  since  so  to  require 
would  compel  the  company  to  keep  available  for  this  particular  service 
a  large  proportion  of  its  equipment  and  to  run  its  cars  at  such  short 
intervals  as  to  make  their  operation  extremely  dangerous  to  those 
using  the  same,  and  would  also  greatly  inconvenience  other  patrons 
using  other  lines  of  the  company.  Reasonably  adequate  service  under 
such  conditions  may  well  mean  that  a  large  number  of  the  patrons  of 
the  Fairfield  extension  and  connecting  Brooklyn  main  line  may  have 
to  stand,  or  may  even  have  to  wait  for  considerable  periods  before 
even  getting  an  opportunity  to  find  standing-room.  All  that  can  be 
expected  of  the  company  under  the  circumstances  is  that  it  shall  use 
reasonable  effort  to  accommodate  the  traffic  at  this  particular  point 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 


ito 


under  the  circumstances  as  they  may  exist  from  time  to  time.  The 
control  of  these  circumstances  lies  largely  with  the  large  employers 
of  lahor  in  this  district.  With  their  CQ-operation  along  the  lines 
suggested  in  the  company's  petition  it  may  well  be  that  the  company 
win  be  able  to  render  satisfactory  service  in  this  district.  Without 
such  co-operation  it  will  unquestionably  be  difficult,  if  not  impossible, 
for  the  company  so  to  do. 

Therefore  whUe  this  Commission  has  no  power  to  regulate  the  open- 
ing and  closing  hours  of  these  manufacturers,  it  considers  it  proper 
to  say  to  them  through  the  medium  of  this  opinion  that  if  the  ques- 
tion of  adequate  service  in  this  district  again  comes  before  this  Com- 
mission for  consideration,  we  will  be  guided  largely  in  our  conclusions 
by  the  extent  to  which  the  large  employers  of  labor  in  said  district 
have  or  have  not  co-operated  with  the  respondent  company  in  its 
efforts  to  render  better  service  to  its  patrons  therein. 

For  the  reasons  stated,  the  petition  of  the  respondent  for  a  modifi- 
cation upon  the  above  points  will  be  denied,  and  an  order  will  be 
passed  to  that  effect. 


ORDER  No.  4944 


In  the  Matter  of 

I 

The  Complaint  of  the  Inter-Ocean  Oil 
Company,  the  Prudential  Oil  Com- 
pany, the  United  States  Asphalt  Re- 
fining Company,  the  Union  Ship- 
building Company,  Martin  Wagner 
Company,  Swift  and  Company,  F.  S. 
Royster  Guano  Company,  Rasin  Mon- 
umental Company,  Standard  Acid 
Works,  and  the  Baltimore  Car  Foun- 
dry Company 


V8, 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1683. 


For  the  reasons  stated  in  the  aforegoing  opinion  it  is  this  16th  day 
of  May,  1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

tt)tittt1$,.  That  the  petition  of  the  respondent  for  a  modification  of 
the  opinion  and  order  passed  herein  January  7th,  1919,  be  and  the 
same  is  hereby  dismissed. 
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ORDER  No.  4945 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  op 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement  Between  It  and  Con- 
solidated Gas  Electric  Light  and 
Power  Company  op  Baltimore,  Dated 
January  17th,  1919,  for  the  Sale  by  the 
Former  to  the  Latter  of  Six  Poles  Lo- 
cated on  Various  Streets  in  the  City  of 
Baltimore,  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1679. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  sixteenth  day  of  May,  in  the  year  1919, 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDCtltttlli,  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment,'or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  4948 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  United  Rail- 
ways AND  Electric  Company  of  Bal- 
timore for  an  Order  Permitting  and 
Approving  the  Execution  by  It  of  a 
Contract  Between  The  United  States 
Housing  Corporation  and  The  United 
Railways  and  Electric  Company  of 
Baltimore,  for  the  Leasing  by  It  of 
Ten  (10)  Cars  Fully  Equipped  for 
Operation  to  Be  Purchased  by  The 
United  States  Housing  Corporation, 
Subject  to  the  Terms  and  Conditions 
Contained  in  Said  Agreement. 


Whereas,  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
has  applied  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland  for  its  per- 


Before  the 

Tublic  Service  Conmiission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1678. 
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mission  and  approval  to  execute  a  contract  between  The  United  States 
Housing  Corporation  and  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company 
of  Baltimore  for  the  leasing  of  ten  (10)  cars  fully  equipped  for  opera- 
tion, to  be  purchased  by  The  United  States  Housing  Corporation,  sub- 
ject to  the  terms  and  conditions  contained  in  said  contract,  with  Speci- 
fications dated  Philadelphia,  Pennsylvania,  September  24,  1918,  as 
amended  by  addenda  sheet  dated  Baltimore,  Maryland,  May  13,  1919, 
copies  of  which  have  heretofore  been  filed  with  the  Commission ;  and 

Whereas,  The  Commission  has  examined  said  contract  and  finds  that 
the  execution  of  the  same  by  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Com- 
pany of  Baltimore  is  convenient  for  the  public  service. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  nineteenth  day  of  May,  in  the  year  nineteen 
hundred  and  nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland,^ 

iSDttIf  tf b>  That  the  approval  &nd  permission  of  the  Commission  is 
hereby  griven  to  the  execution  by  The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore  of  said  contract  between  The  United  States 
Housing  Corporation  and  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company 
of  Baltimore  for  the  leasing  by  it  of  ten  (10)  cars  fully  equipped  for 
operation,  to  be  purchased  by  The  United  States  Housing  Corporation, 
subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  therein  contained, 

Provided,  That  when  the  total  price  to  be  paid  for  the  cars  in  ques- 
tion by  The  United  States  Housing  Corporation  is  determined  upon, 
said  amount  shall  be  forthwith  reported  to  this  Commission  by  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore;  and  should  said 
The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  acquire  said 
cars  under  the  terms  of  the  aforesaid  contract,  the  amount  paid  by 
said  company  for  said  cars  shall  likewise  be  forthwith  reported  to  this 
Conomission. 


ORDER  No.  4954 


In  the  Matter  of 

Before  the 
The  Petition  of  Consolidated  Gas  Elec- 
tric Light  and  Power  Company  op 
Baltimore  for  Permission  to  File  and 
Publish  on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice 
Supplement  No.  33  to  Petitioner's  Elec- 
tric Rate  Schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  E-4 
and  Supplement  No.  18  to  Petitioner's 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  G-6.  J 


Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  567. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  21st  day  of  May,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 
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i^ttlfttb^  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  Gonsolidated 
Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  to  file  and  pub- 
lish on  one  day's  notice  to  the  Commission  and  the  public  Supplement 
No.  33  to  petitioner's  electric  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  E-4  and 
Supplement  No.  18  to  petitioner's  gas  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No. 
G-6,  revising  the  rules  and  charges  of  said  company  governing  gas 
and  electric  main  extensions  and  service  connections, 

Provided,  Said  supplements  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upoii 
issuance  of  this  order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law» 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplements  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion : 

''Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No  4954  of  date  May  2l8t, 
1919." 

Provided  Further,  That  this  Commission  by  passing  this  order  is 
no,t  to  be  taken  or  construed  as  in  any  sense  whatsoever  passing  upon 
the  reasonableness  of  the  rules  and  charges  contained  in  aforesaid  sup- 
plements filed  hereunder,  such  rules  and  charges  being  left  as  fully 
subject  to  investigation  and  correction  upon  complaint  or  upon  the 
Commission's  own  motion  as  if  this  order  had  never  been  passed. 


ORDER  No.  4957 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Jacob  Pimes,  Max 
PiMES  and  Frederick  M.  Coblenzer, 
Partners,  Trading  as  The  Middle 
River  Ferry  Company,  for  Permission 
to  Operate  a  Boat  for  the  Transporta- 
tion of  Passengers  on  Middle  River  and 
Its  Tributaries. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1680. 


.  Whereas,  Jacob  Pimes,  Max  Pimes  and  Frederick  M.  Coblenzer, 
partners,  trading  as  The  Middle  River  Ferry  Company,  having  made 
application  to  this  Commission  for  permission  to  operate  a  boat  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers  on  Middle  River  and  its  tributaries, 
and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard 
after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order 
No.  4946  passed  May  16th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding 
of  the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  operation  of  said  boat  is 
convenient  for  the  public  service, 
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It  Is,  Therefore,  This  23rd  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
'dred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDttlttttlit  That  the  operation  of  a  boat  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  on  the  Middle  River  and  its  tributaries  by  Jacob  Pimes, 
Max  Pimes  and  Frederick  M.  Coblenzer,  partners,  trading  as  The 
Middle  River  Ferry  Company,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  permitted 
«nd  approved. 


ORDER  No.  4963 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  New  Taxi 
Service  Company  for  an  Order  Per- 
mitting and  Approving  the  Exercise  of 
Its  Franchise  and  for  Authority  to 
Issue  $50,000.00  Par  Value  of  Its  Capi- 
tal Stock. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1652. 


Whereas,  The  New  Taxi  Service  Company,  a  corporation  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commis- 
sion for  an  order  permitting  and  approving  the  exercise  of  its  fran- 
chise granted  it  under  its  certificate  of  incorporation,  a  copy  of  which 
is  filed  in  these  proceedings,  and  for  authority  to  issue  Ten  Thousand 
Dollars  ($10,000.00)  par  value  of  its  capital  stock;  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard  in 
accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No.  4956  passed  May  22nd, 
1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  due 
hearing  that  the  exercise  of  said  franchise  is  convenient  for  the  public 
service,  and  that  the  issue  of  said  capital  stock  is  reasonably  required 
for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  28th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbttttf,  !•  That  the  exercise  by  The  New  Taxi  S.ervice  Company 
of  the  franchise  granted  by  the  certificate  of  incorporation  above  re- 
ferred to,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is  permitted  and  approved. 

2.  ^hat  the  issue  and  sale  at  par  for  cash  by  said  The  New  Taxi 
Service  Company  of  Ten  Thousand  Dollars  ($10,000.00)  par  value  of 
its  capital  stock  for  the  acquisition  of  property  and  the  construction, 
<M>mpletion,  extension  and  improvement  of  its  facilities  is  hereby 
■authorized  and  approved. 

3.  That  said  The  New  Taxi  Service  Company  shall  make  reports  to 
the  Commission  duly  verified  by  affidavits  as  follows : 
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(a)  Upon  the  issue  and  sale  for  cash  of  its  stock,  authorized  and 
approved  as  aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  issue  and 
sale,  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  there- 
from. / 

(b)  At  the  termination  of  each  and  every  period  of  six  months  fronk 
the  date  of  this  order,  the  disposition  and  use  made  of  the  proceeds  of 
said  stock,  and  the  facts  and  circumstances  as  to  the  property  ac- 
quired and  the  construction,  completion,  extension  and  improvement  of 
its  facilities. 


ORDER  No.  4965 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Union  Bridge 
Electric  Manufacturing  Company 
for  Authority  to  Issue  $30,000.00  Par 
Value  of  Its  6%  Twenty- Year  Bonds. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1657. 


Whereas,  The  Union  Bridge  Electric  Manufacturing  Company,  a 
corporation  organized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commision  for  an  order  permitting  and 
approving  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  granted  to  it  by  Ordinance 
No.  94  of  The  Burgess  and  Commissioners  of  Taneytown,  Maryland,, 
certified  copy  of  which  ordinance  is  filed  in  these  proceedings,  and  for 
authority  to  isue  its  Twenty- Year  Six  Per  Centum  Mortgage  Gold 
Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Thirty  Thousand  Dollars 
($30,000.00),  being  the  total  authorized  issue  secured  by  mortgage  or 
deed  of  trust  to  be  dated  May  31st,  1919,  upon  the  property,  rights 
and  franchises  of  said  The  Union  Bridge  Electric  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany, to  Maryland  Surety  and  Trust  Company,  Trustee,  copy  of  which 
mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  is  filed  in  these  proceedingrs,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  April 
14th,  1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Com- 
mission's Order  No.  4865  passed  April  4th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opin- 
ion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  exercise 
of  said  franchise  is  convenient  for  the  public  service,  and  th^t  the 
issue  of  said  bonds  is  reasonably  acquired  for  the  purposes  of  said 
corporation,  to  wit:  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obliga- 
tions incurred  for  lawful  corporate  capital  purposes  and  for  the  acqui- 
sition of  property,  the  construction,  completion,  esctension  and  improve- 
ment of  its  plant  and  distributing  system,  and  for  the  improvement 
and  maintenance  of  its  service,  as  more  particularly  set  forth  and 
described  in  the  petition  herein, 
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It  Is,  Thebefobe,  This  28th  day  of  May,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
<ired  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtbttfbn  (1)  That  the  exercise  by  The  Union  Bridge  Electric 
Manufacturing  Company  of  the  franchise  granted  it  by  Ordinance  No. 
94  of  The  Burgess  and  Commissioners  of  Taneytown,  Maryland,  be, 
and  the  same  hereby  is,  permitted  and  approved. 

(2)  That  the  issue  and  sale  at  par  for  cash  by  said  The  Union 
Bridge  Electric  Manufacturing  Company  of  its  Twenty- Year  Six  Per 
Centum  Mortgage  Gold  Bonds  in  the  amount  of  Thirty  Thousand  Dol- 
lars ($30,000.00)  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  authorized  and  approved. 

(3)  That  the  said  The  Union  Bridge  Electric  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany shall  make  reports  to  this  Commission,  duly  verified  by  affida- 
vits, as  follows : 

(a)  Upon  the  sale  for  cash  of  its  bonds,  authorized  and  approved 
as  aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  sale  or  sales,  the 
terms  and  conditions  thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom. 

(b)  At  the  termination  of  each  and  every  period  of  six  months  from 
the  date  of  this  order,  the  disposition  and  use  made  of  the  proceeds  of 
said  bonds,  and  the  facts  and  circumstances  as  to  the  property  ac- 
quired and  the  construction,  completion,  extension  and  improvement  of 
its  facilities,  and  the  improvement  and  maintenance  of  its  service. 


bRDER  No.  4967 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Consolidated  Gas 
Elbctsic  Light  and  Power  Company 
op  Baltimore  and  The  Consolidated 
Power  Company  of  Baltimore  for 
Permission  and  Authority  to  Issue 
$5,000,000  of  3% -Year  7%  Secured 
Convertible  Notes  of  the  Former  Cor- 
poration and,  as  Collateral  Therefor, 
$2,500,000  of  First  Mortgage  5% 
Bonds  of  the  Latter  Corporation  and 
$3,500,000  of  First  Refunding  Mort- 
gage 6%  Bonds  Out  of  a  Total  Author- 
ized Issue  of  $100,000,000  of  Bonds  of 
the  Former  Corporation,  and  Also  to 
Issue,  When  and  As  Needed  for  Con- 
version of  Said  Notes,  $1,500,000  of 
First  Refunding  Mortgage  6%  Bonds 
(in  Addition  to  the  $3,500,000  of  Such 
Bonds  to  Be  Issued  as  Collateral). 

Whereas,  The  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
of  Baltimore  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for  an  order  authorizing 
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and  approving  the  issue  by  said  corporation  of  five  million  dollars 
($5,000,000)  of  3^-Year  Seven  Per  Cent  Secured  Convertible  Gold 
Notes,  to  be  issued  under  an  indenture  between  said  corporation  and  the 
Maryland  Trust  Company,  as  Trustee,  and  also  authorizing  and  approv- 
ing the  issue  by  said  corporation  of  three  million  five  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars  ($3,500,000)  of  Thirty- Year  Six  Per  Cent.  First  Refund- 
ing Mortgage  Sinking  Fund  Gold  Bonds,  to  be  issued  under  an  inden- 
ture between  said  corporation  and  the  Bankers  Trust  Company  (of 
New  York),  as  Trustee,  (upon  deposit  with  said  Trustee  of  three 
million  seventy-seven  thousand  dollars  ($3,077,000)  in  cash,  to  be 
applied  to  certain  capital  expenditures  on  or  after  February  1,  1919,. 
which,  together  with  similar  expenditures  of  four  hundred  and  twenty- 
three  thousand  dollars  ($423,000)  prior  to  February  1,  1919,  aggregate 
three  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  the  principal  amount  of 
said  bonds),  and  to  be  deposited  as  collateral  to  secure  said  issue  of 
notes,  and  also  authorizing  and  approving  the  issue  by  said  corpora- 
tion (if,  when  and  as  needed  for  the  conversion  of  the  aforesaid  notes) 
of  one  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  ($1,500,000)  par  value  of 
Thirty- Year  Six  Per  Cent.  First  Refunding  Mortgage  Sinking  Fund 
Gold  Bonds  (in  addition  to  the  $3,500,000  of  such  bonds  to  be  issued  as 
collateral  for  such  notes  and  also  to  be  used  if,  when  and  as  needed 
for  such  conversion) ;  and  « 

Whereas,  The  Consolidated  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  has  ap- 
plied to  this  Commission  for  an  order  authorizing  and  approving  the 
issue  by  said  corporation  of  two  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars 
($2,500,000)  of  First  Mortgage  Five  Per  Cent.  Twenty-Year  fionds,  to 
be  issued  under  the  existing  indenture  between  said  corporation  and 
the  Maryland  Trust  Company,  as  Trustee,  (upon  deposit  with  said 
Trustee  of  two  million  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  ($2,500,000)  in 
cash,  and  to  be  deposited  as  collateral  to  secure  said  issue  of  notes,  the 
property  to  be  acquired  by  said  corporation  with  the  proceeds  of  such 
pledge  of  said  bonds  to  be  leased  to  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric 
Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore,  subject  to,  for  the  term  and 
upon  the  terms  and  conditions  of,  the  existing  twenty-five-year  lease- 
from  The  Consolidated  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  to  the  Consoli- 
dated Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore;  and 

Whereas,  After  consideration  of  the  said  application  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  and  The 
Consolidated  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  and  the  exhibits  filed  there- 
with and  thereafter,  and  after  due  hearing,  the  Commission  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  said  issue  of 
$5,000,000  of  notes,  and  of  $3,500,000  of  bonds  of  the  Consolidated  Gas 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  and  $2,500,000  of 
bonds  of  The  Consolidated  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  as  collateral 
for  said  notes  (the  excess  of  one  million  dollars  ($1,000,000)  cash  to 
be  deposited,  over  and  above  the  principal  amount  of  said  notes>  upon 
the  issuance  of  said  bonds,  to  be  temporarily  financed  by  the  Consoli- 
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dated  Company  through  call  or  short  time  loans),  and  of  $1,500,000  of 
I  bonds  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of 

Baltimore  (in  addition  to  said  $3,600,000  thereof)  if,  when  and  as 
needed  for  the  conversion  of  said  notes,  is  reasonably  required  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
of  Baltimore  and  The  Consolidated  Power  Company  of  Baltimore, 
respectively,  as  in  said  application  set  forth,  to  wit,  for  the  acquisition 
of  property  and  for  the  construction,  completion,  extension  and  im- 
provement of  the  plants  and  distributing  systems  and  for  the  discharge 
of  the  obligations,  of  said  corporations. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  29th  day  of  May,  1919,  by  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtttttti,  That  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power 
Company  of  Baltimore  be  and  it  is  hereby  authorized: 

To  issue  its  3% -Year  Seven  Per  Cent.  Secured  Convertible  Gold 
Notes,  as  aforesaid,  in  the  amount  of  $5,000,000  for  the  purposes  afore- 
said, and  to  issue  and  deposit  as  collateral  to  secure  said  notes  its 
Thirty- Year  Six  Per  Cent.  First  Refunding  Mortgage  Sinking  Fund 
Gold  Bonds  in  the  amount  of  $3,500,000,  and  to  issue  (if,  when  and  as 
needed  for  the  conversion  of  said  notes)  its  Thirty- Year  Six  Per  Cent. 
First  Refunding  Mortgage  Sinking  Fund  Gold  Bonds  in  the  amount  of 
$1,500,000  (in  addition  to  the  $3,500,000  of  such  bonds  to  be  issued  as 
collateral  and  also  to  be  used  if,  when  and  as  needed  for  such  con- 
version). 

And  It  Is  Further  flDcb(trtl>  That  The  Consolidated  Power  Com- 
pany of  Baltimore  be  and  it  is  hereby  authorized: 

To  issue  its  First  Mortgage  Five  Per  Cent.  Twenty- Year  Bonds  in 
the  amount  of  $2,500,000  for  the  purposes  aforesaid  and  to  deposit  the 
same  as  collateral  to  secure  said  notes  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric 
Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  (with  like  authority  to  the 
Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  and 
The  Consolidated  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  to  re-deposit,  as  col- 
lateral to  secure  the  First  Refunding  Mortgage  Sinking  Fund  Gold 
Bonds  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of 
Baltimore,  $1,500,000  of  said  bonds  of  The  Consolidated  Power  Com- 
pany of  Baltimore  if,  when  and  as  needed  to  effect  the  conversion  of  a 
like  amount  of  the  aforesaid  notes  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric 
Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  into  a  like  amount  of  Thirty- 
Year  Six  Per  cent.  First  Refunding  Mortgage  Sinking  Fund  Gold 
Bonds  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of 
Baltimore). 

And  It  Is  Further  SDttlttthf  That  the  Consolidated  Power  Com- 
pany of  Baltimore  and  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power 
Company  of  Baltimore  be  and  they  are  hereby  authorized  to  execute, 
make  and  carry  out  a  lease  by  The  Consolidated  Power  Company  of 
Baltimore  to  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
of  Baltimore  of  the  property  acquired,  or  to  be  acquired,  with  the 
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proceeds  of  the  pledge  of  any  of  said  bonds  of  The  Consolidated  Power 
Company  of  Baltimore,  subject  to,  for  the  term  and  upon  the  terms 
and  conditions  of,  the  existing  twenty-five-year  lease  from  The  Con- 
solidated Power  Company  of  Baltimore  to  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric 
Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  heretofore  authorized  and 
approved  by  this  Commission. 

And  It  Is  Further  j3Dttltt(tl|.  That  the  said  Consolidated  Gas  Elec- 
tric Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  shall  make  reports,  veri- 
fied by  affidavits,  to  this  Commission  as  follows: 

(a)  Upon  the  sale  for  cash  of  said  notes  authorized  and  approved  as 
aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  sale  or  sales,  the  terms 
and  conditions  thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom, 

(b)  Upon  the  issuance,  and  the  deposit  thereof  as  collateral,  of  said 
bonds  of  said  corporation  authorized  and  approved  as  aforesaid,  or 
any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  issuance  and  deposit,  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom, 

(c)  All  conversions  of  such  notes  into  bonds,  or  exchanges  of  such 
notes  for  bonds,  as  aforesaid, 

(d)  At  the  termination  of  every  period  of  six  months  from  the  date 
of  this  order,  the  disposition  or  the  use  made  of  the  proceeds  of  said 
notes. 

And  It  Is  Further  jSDtfetttll)  That  the  said  The  Consolidated 
Power  Company  of  Baltimore  shall  make  reports,  verified  by  affidavits, 
to  this  Conunission  as  follows: 

(a)  Upon  the  issuance,  and  the  deposit  thereof  as  collateral,  of  said 
bonds  of  said  corporation  authorized  and  approved  as  aforesaid,  or  any 
part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  issuance  and  deposit,  the  terms  and  con- 
ditions thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom. 

(b)  All  re-deposits  of  bonds  of  said  corporation  upon  conversion  of 
notes  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of 
Baltimore  into  bonds  of  The  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power 
Company  of  Baltimore. 

(c)  Upon  the  consummation  of  such  lease  to  the  Consolidate  Gas 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company  of  Baltimore  (if  any  additional  or 
supplemental  lease  or  leases  be  deemed  necessary  and  be  executed 
pursuant  hereto)  the  fact  of  such  lease  and  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  including  a  complete  copy  thereof. 
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ORDER  No.  4968 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Official 
Classification,  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  Their 
Agent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Lavr  to  FUe  and  Publish  on  Less  Than 
Statutory  Notice  Supplement  to  Offi- 
cial Classification  No.  44,  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
O.  C.  No.  44. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  568. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  29th  day  of  May,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

flDtbCtttly,  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the  carriers  not 
under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
Collyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  supplement  to  Official  Classification  No.  44, 
P.  S.  C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44,  revising  rules  15B  and  15C  of  said  Official 
Classification  as  set  forth  in  petition  herein  and  including  on  full  statu- 
tory notice  necessary  additions  to,  changes  in  and  eliminations  from 
the  list  of  participating  carriers  contained  in  said  classification;  said 
supplement  issued  under  authority  hereof  to  depart  from  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Commission's  Circular  No.  lOA  in  so  far  as  volume  of 
supplemental  matter  is  concerned. 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 


u 


Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4968,  of  date  May  29th, 
1919." 
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ORDER  No.  4973 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  United  Rail- 
ways AND  Electric  Company  of  Bal- 
timore for  an  Order  Permittingr  and 
Approving  the  Removal  of  Its  Tracks 
from  McCulloh  Street  Between  North 
Avenue  and  Madison  Avenue  Car  Bam 
and  the  Curve  Connections  at  the  In- 
tersection of  North  Avenue  and  Mc- 
Culloh Street 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1683. 


This  case  coming  on  to  be  heard,  after  due  notice  published  in  com- 
pliance with  Order  No.  4959  of  this  Commission,  passed  May  26th^ 
1919,  and  no  protest  thereto  having  been  made,  and  the  Commission 
having  determined  after  hearing  that  the  tracks  of  The  United  Rail- 
ways and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  from  McCulloh  street  be- 
tween North  avenue  and  Madison  avenue  Car  House,  an  approxi- 
mate distance  of  3,270  feet;  and  the  curve  connections  at  North  ave- 
nue and  McCulloh  street,  an  approximate  distance  of  450  feet,  as  men- 
tioned in  the  petition  of  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company 
of  Baltimore  and  as  shown  in  red  on  blue  print  attached  to  said  peti- 
tion, are  no  longer  necessary  or  convenient  for  the  public  service, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  3rd  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDthttthti  That  the  approval  and  permission  of  the  Commission  is 
hereby  given  to  the  removal  of  the  tracks  of  The  United  Railways  and 
Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  from  McCulloh  street  between  North 
avenue  and  Madison  avenue  Car  House,  an  approximate  distance  of 
3,270  feet;  and  the  curve  connections  at  North  avenue  and  McCulloh 
street,  an  approximate  distance  of  450  feet,  as  mentioned  in  the  peti- 
tion of  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  and 
as  shown  in  red  on  the  blue  print  attached  to  said  petition. 


ORDER  No.  4974 


In  the  Matter  of 

Rate  Schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  2  of 
Maryland  Water  Company  of  Cecil 
County  and  The  Elkton  Water 
Works,  Incorporated. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 


Whereas,  Rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  2  of  Maryland  Water 
Company  of  Cecil  County  and  The  Elkton  Water  Works,  Incorporated, 
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was  filed  with  the  Commission  on  May  1st,  1919,  to  become  effective 
June  Ist,  1919,  the  effect  of  which  schedule,  is  to  considerably  increase 
the  rates  charged  for  water  furnished  in  the  town  of  Elkton,  Mary- 
land, and 

Whereas,  Application  has  been  made  to  this  Qommission  by  Omar 
D.  Crothers  and  Frank  £.  Welsh,  Jr.,  receivers  of  said  Maryland 
Water  Company  of  Cecil  County ^and  of  said  The  Elkton  Water  Works, 
Incorporated,  for  permission  to  withdraw  the  aforesaid  schedule  P.  S. 
C.  Md.  No.  2,  and  to  continue  in  effect  the  rates  lawfully  effective 
prior  to  June  1st,  1919,  until  such  time  as  said  rates  are  changed  in 
the  manner  provided  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  and  the 
rules  of  the  Commission,  and 

Whereas,  After  due  consideration  it  appears  to  the  Commission  thtit 
said  request  is  reasonable  and  proper,  and  should  be  granted. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  3rd  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbttttf^  That  Omar  D.  Crothers  and  Frank  E.  Welsh,  Jr.,  re- 
ceivers of  Maryland  Water  Company  of  Cecil  County  and  of  The 
Elkton  Water  Works,  Incorporated,  be  and  they  are  hereby  permitted 
to  withdraw  the  increased  water  rates  contained  in  their  schedule  P.  S. 
C.  Md.  No.  2,  heretofore  filed  with  the  Commission  to  become  effective 
on  June  1st,  1919,  and  to  continue  in  force  the  rates  and  charges  there- 
tofore effective  until  such  time  as  said  rates  and  charges  are  lawfully 
changed. 


OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  John  R.  Warfield, 
J.  M.  Patterson,  et  Al., 


V8. 


Cumberland  and  Westernport  Elec- 
tric Railway  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1608. 


Appearances  : 
W.  Carl  Richards,  Esq.,  for  Complainants. 
Benjamin  A.  Richmond,  Esq.,  for  Respondent. 


Legg,  Commissioner. 


Filed  June  6th,  1919. 


On  October  21st,  1918,  the  Cumberland  and  Westernport  Electric 
Railway  Company  filed  with  the  Commission  its  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C. 
Md.  No.  4,  to  become  effective  November  21st,  1918.    The  effect  of  this- 
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iMshedule  was  to  increase  the  one-way  fares  charged  by  said  company 
from  6  cents  to  7  cents  per-  zone,  except  in  the  case  of  the  zone  between 
<]!umberland  and  Narrows  Park,  in  which  zone  the  fare  was  increased 
from  6  cents  to  6  cents;  fares  charged  miners  riding  in  miner's  car 
were  increased  from^6  cents  to  6  cents  per  zone,  books  containing  100 
zone  tickets  sold  to  clergymen  were  increased  from  $3.00  to  $4.00  per 
book,  and  books  containing  50  zone  tickets  sold  to  school  children  were 
increased  from  $1.50  to  $2.00  per  book. 

The  Cumberland  and  Westernport  Electric  Railway  extends  from 
Narrows  Park  to  Westernport,  entry  into  the  City  of  Cumberland 
-from  Narrows  Park  being  made  over  the  line  of  the  Cumberland  Elec- 
tric Railway  Company,  under  an  operating  agreement  between  the 
■two  companies.  There  are  ten  fare  zones  between  Cumberland  and 
Westernport,  the  one-way  fares  and  mileage  between  Cumberland  and 
Westernport  and  intermediate  points  being  as  follows : 

Fare  to  Mileage  Mileage 

or  from  to  of  Fare 

Cumberland  Cumberland            Zone 
(Cents) 

Narrows   Park 6                  2.25  2.25 

Six-Mile  House 13                  5.754  3.504 

Clarysville    20                  8.178  2.424 

Froslburg 27  10.829  2.651 

Emericks    34  14.705  3.876 

Midland    41  16.524  1.819 

Lonaconing    48  19.498  2.974 

Moscow   55  22.018  2.520 

Franklin   62  26.374  4.356 

Westernport 69  29.651  3.277 

There  are  over-laps  in  several  of  the  fare  zones. 

On  November  14th,  1918,  there  was  filed  with  the  Commission  a  com- 
plaint, signed  by  John  R.  Warfield  and  J.  M.  Patterson,  as  follows : 

"We,  the  undersigned,  herewith  submit  to  your  Honorable 
Body,  the  enclosed  petition,  protesting  against  the  increased 
fares,  as  published  by  the  Cumberland  and  Westernport  Elec- 
tric Railway  Company,  and  respectfully  ask  that  your  Com- 
mission set  a  date  for  a  hearing,  in  the  City  of  Cumberland,  as 
early  as  possible. 

"We  further  request  that  your  Commission  issue  an  order 
compelling  the  Cumberland  and  Westernport  Electric  Railway 
Company  to  issue  rebate  slips,  covering  the  increased  fares, 
on  and  after  November  21, 1918,  these  rebate  slips  to  be  issued 
for  each  fare  paid,  until  such  time  as  the  case  is  decided." 
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On  same  date  a  supplemental  petition  was  filed  with  the  Commission^ 
sifirned  by  Mr.  Warfield  and  128  others,  reading: 

"We,  the  undersigned,  who  live  along  the  line  of  the  Cum- 
berland and  Westernport  Electric  Railway  Company,  hereby 
respectfully  x)etition  your  Honourable  Commission  that  the  said 
Railway  Company  be  refused  the  right  to  increase  the  fare  on 
said  road  one  cent  per  zone  as  per  their  advertisement,  which 
will  go  into  effect  November  21,  1918. 

"In  support  of  this  petition,  we  respectfully  submit  that  last 
summer  a  similar  increase  was  allowed,  raising  the  rate  from 
five  to  six  cents  per  zone,  which  said  six  cents  per  zone  is  now 
the  rate. 

"We  further  submit  that  the  franchise  contract  entered  into 
between  the  said  Railway  Company  and  the  County  Commis- 
sioners of  Allegany  County  provides  the  following  condition: 
This  franchise  is  granted  upon  the  express  condition  that  the 
party  of  the  second  part  in  fixing  its  rates  of  fare  shall  not 
charge  travellers  more  than  five  cents  for  any  distance  of  not 
more  than  three  miles  and  less,  and  not  more  than  fifteen 
cents  for  the  whole  distance  between  its  termini.'  '* 

Case  as  numbered  above  was  thereupon  docketed  and  order  entered 
directing  the  respondent  to  satisfy  the  matters  complained  of,  or  to 
answer  the  complaint  within  ten  days.  Answer  was  duly  filed,  show- 
ing that  the  respondent  has  been  compelled  to  greatly  increase  the 
rates  of  pay  of  its  platform  labor,  as  well  as  of  its  other  employes,  in 
order  to  retain  such  employes  in  its  service,  as  otherwise  they  would 
have  sought  more  profitable  employment  in  other  fields,  and  that  the 
costs  of  all  materials  and  supplies  used  by  it  had  greatly  advanced  in 
price.  With  its  answer  respondent  submitted  several  statements  in- 
tended to  demonstrate  its  need  for  additional  revenue  in  order  to  meet 
its  requirements  for  operating  expenses,  taxes,  depreciation,  fixed 
charges,  etc.  It  appears  that  during  its  seventeen  years  of  operation 
the  respondent  has  paid  but  one  dividend,  that  being  12%,  or  at  the 
rate  of  1%  per  annum  during  the  first  twelve  years  of  operation. 

The  right  of  the  Commission  to  require  a  common  carrier  to  issue 
receipt  slips  for  amount  of  fare  paid  in  excess  of  the  former  fare  pend- 
ing determination  of  the  reasonableness  of  the  increased  fare  was  pre- 
sented to  the  Commission  in  connection  with  increase  in  fare  by  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  and  the  Commis^ 
sion's  General  Counsel  held  in  his  Opinion  No.  867  filed  on  October  2nd» 
1918  (P.  S.  C.  Md.  Reports,  Vol.  9,  p.  467)  that  the  Commission  is 
without  power  to  require  this.  The  question  of  the  right  of  the  re- 
spondent to  file  with  the  Commission  and  make  effective  tariff  schedules 
establishing  rates  of  fare  in  excess  of  those  prescribed  by  the  fran- 
chise agreement  referred  to  by  complainants  wa?  referred*by  the  Com- 
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mission  to  its  General  Counsel,  and  Opinion  No.  370,  filed  November 
22nd,  1918,  and  concurred  in  by  the  Commission,  (P.  S.  C.  Md.  Reports, 
VoL  9,  p.  473),  holds  that  the  respondent  company  has  the  legal  power 
to  do  so. 

On  December  12th,  1918,  a  committee  of  Local  Union  No.  2528, 
United  Mine  Workers  of  America,  filed  a  petition  asking  that  the 
fares  of  the  respondent  "be  reduced  to  a  more  rea.(;onable  rate." 
Answer  thereto  was  filed  by  the  respondent,  which  answer  has  to  do 
largely  with  the  rates  of  fare  charged  miners,  and  details  the  history 
of  these  rates  and  the  reasons  leading  up  to  the  establishment  of  such 
special  rates. 

On  February  24th,  1919,  an  amended  complaint  was  filed  with  the 
Commission  by  Mr.  Patterson,  which  complaint,  besides  attacking  the 
legality  of  the  zone  fares  being  collected  by  the  respondent,  involves 
the  question  of  service  as  well,  which  amended  complaint  was  duly 
answered  by  the  respondent,  and  same  not  being  satisfactory  to  the 
complainants,  the  case  was  set  for  hearing  at  the  Council  Chambers, 
City  Hall,  Cumberland,  Maryland,  on  March  6th,  1919. 

At  this  hearing  a  number  of  witnesses  appeared  and  testified.  The 
complaints  respecting  service  were  practically  presented  and  divided 
into  two  parts,  that  is,  between  Cumberland  and  Frostburg  and  between 
Frostburg  and  Westernport.  After  various  witnesses  had  testified, 
counsel  for  complainants  stated  (p.  144  of  stenographic  record)  that 
he  was  willing  to  waive  all  of  the  minor  points,  thus  narrowing  the 
issue  down  to  three  points: 

1.  The  necessity  for  the  respondent  to  furnish  two  cars 
leaving  Cumberland  for  Westernport  at  5  P.  M.  in  order  to 
provide  reasonably  adequate  service. 

2.  The  reasonableness  of  requiring  the  5  P.  M.  ear  to  wait 
at  Narrows  Park  until  the  arrival  of  the  car  of  the  Cumberland 
Electric  Railway  Company  scheduled  to  leave  Cumberland  at 
5  P.  M.  and  to  immediately  follow  the  cars  of  the  respondent 
to  Narrows  Park. 

3.  The  length  of  time  the  Increased  fares  shall  be  permitted 
to  remain  in  effect. 

The  Commission  realizes  that  some  of  the  conditions  with  respect  to 
service  complained  of  existed  at  the  time  the  complaints  were  filed, 
and  that  they  caused  annoyance,  inconvenience  and  sometimes  hard- 
ship, to  the  patrons  of  the  Railway  Company,  but  the  Conmiission 
recognizes  that  at  that  time  the  company  was  confronted  with  the 
unsatisfactory  conditions  of  labor  and  difficulty  of  obtaining  materials 
and  supplies  then  being  so  generally  encountered  by  utilities  through- 
out the  country,  due  to  the  war.  From  the  testimony  it  is  apparent 
that  many  of  the  conditions  originally  complained  of  have  now  been 
reihedied,  and  the  respondent  evidences  a  desire  to  render  the  best 
possible  service. 
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With  respect  to  the  first  point  at  issue,  the  evidence  shows  that  the 
respondent  has  recently  been  using  two  cars  on  the  5  P.  M.  run  from 
Cumberland;  one  large  type  car  seating  58  passengers,  operated 
through  to  Westemport,  and  a  second  car  of  smaller  type,  seating  42 
passengers,  which  car  does  not  go  beyond  Frostburg.  Respondent's 
Exhibit  No.  1,  showing  passengers  carried  on  each  of  said  cars  from 
February  16th  to  28th,  both  inclusive,  and  the  testimony  offered  at  the 
bearing,  justify  the  continuance  of  the  second  5  P.  M.  car,  and  the 
Commission  will  enter  an  order  requiring  the  company  to  continue  the 
second  car.  Should  traffic  conditions  hereafter  change  so  as  to  render 
it  unnecessary  to  longer  operate  this  car,  the  Commission  will  relieve 
the  company  of  the  requirement  to  so  do. 

Concerning  the  second  point  at  issue,  the  testimony  shows  that  pas- 
sengers for  points  on  the  line  of  respondent  beyond  Narrows  Park, 
traveling  on  cars  of  the  Cumberland  Electric  Railway  to  that  point, 
are  frequently  left  at  Narrows  Park,  due  to  the  failure  of  car  of 
Cumberland  and  Westernport  Electric  Railway  to  await  the  arrival  of 
car  of  the  Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Company.  Complainants  ex- 
pressed themselves  as  fully  satisfied  if  the  car  of  respondent  would  be 
held  at  Narrows  Park  at  least  five  minutes,  so  as  to  enable  passengers 
arriving  on  car  of  Cumberland  Electric  Railway  to  conmect  therewith, 
and  the  testimony  is  to  the  effect  that  such  action  would  not  interrupt 
the  traffic  over  the  line  of  the  respondent.  In  view  of  the  facts  pre- 
sented the  Commission  deems  the  request  to  be  reasonable  and  will 
require  in  its  order  that  cars  of  the  respondent  be  held  at  Narrows 
Park  for  a  period  of  not  exceeding  live  minutes,  awaiting  the  arrival 
of  cars  of  Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Company. 

This  brings  us  to  a  consideration  of  the  third  point  at  issue,  which 
is  the  length  of  time  the  increased  fares  shall  be  permitted  to  remain 
in  effect.  Statements  and  exhibits  filed  by  the  respondent  show  that 
the  increased  fares  are  necessary  for  the  proper  conduct  of  its  busi- 
ness, and  the  need  for  this  additional  revenue  was  conceded  by  counsel 
for  complainants,  the  only  question  tx>  be  determined  in  this  connection 
being  length  of  time  the  increased  fares  shall  remain  effective.  The 
Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  so  long  as  the  present  scale  of  wages 
and  the  present  standard  of  costs  of  materials,  etc.,  continue,  it  Mrill 
probably  be  impossible  to  accomplish  any  reduction  in  these  fares,  and 
when  a  readjustment  of  prices  will  occur  it  is,  of  course,  impossible 
for  the  Commission  to  prognosticate.  In  other  cases  in  which  the 
Commission  has  approved  increased  rates,  fares  and  charges  found  to 
be  necessary  in  order  to  meet  increased  costs  of  operation  resulting 
from  the  inflation  in  prices  during  the  war,  the  Commission  has  in  its 
orders  granting  such  relief  provided  that  the  rates  shall  remain  in 
effect  for  periods  ranging  from  one  to  two  years.  In  the  instant  case 
the  Commission  will  stipulate  in  its  order  that  the  present  fares  shall 
remain  in  effect  for  a  period  of  two  years  from  November  21st,  1918, 
subject  to  the  further  order  of  the  Commission,  and  vnW  further  require 
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the  respondent  to  furnish  the  Commission  quarterly  reports  of  its 
financial  condition.  Should  these  statements  disclose  earnings  suffi- 
cient to  justify  a  reduction  in  the  rates  of  fare,  the  Commission  will 
prescribe  lower  fares. 

Complaints  respecting  the  service  and  rates  of  the  respondent,  par- 
ticularly from  Frostburg  to  Westernport,  were  made  at  the  hearing  by 
Local  Union  to  4414,  United  Mine  Workers  of  America,  represented  by 
its  president,  James  J.  Watson,  who  testified  at  length.  The  complaints 
respecting  service  grew  largely  out  of  the  undoubtedly  inferior  service 
furnished  during  the  past  fall  and  winter,  but  the  Commission  is  con- 
vinced that  the  difficulty  in  this  respect  was  the  result  of  the  unsettled 
labor  conditions,  etc.,  at  that  time  obtaining  generally  throughout  the 
country,  and  that  the  situation  has  since  been  remedied.  The  Commis- 
sion has  hereinbefore  found  that  the  additional  revenue  accruing  from 
the  increased  fares  is  necessary  in  order  to  provide  for  the  require- 
ments of  the  respondent.  This  narrows  the  question  of  fares  down  to 
the  zone  system  as  applied  to  Lonaconing,  which  was  the  chief  source 
of  complaint  of  Local  Union  No.  4414.  The  testimony  shows  that  a 
passenger  from  Frostburg  to  Lonaconing  pays  21  cents  (3  zones), 
being  thereby  enabled  to  ride  to  the  westerly  outskirts  of  Lonaconing, 
whereas  a  passenger  from  Westernport  traveling  to  tho  extreme  east- 
erly end  of  Lonaconing  is  required  to  pay  28  cents  (4  zones),  though 
the  published  fare  between  Westernport  and  Lonaconing  is  21  cents. 
This  is  no  doubt  caused  by  the  manner  in  which  the  zones  are  divided 
in  Lonaconing,  and  naturally  provokes  much  dissatisfaction.  A  lap- 
over  in  each  direction  would  easily  adjust  the  situation,  and  the  Com- 
mission is  of  the  opinion  that  the  respondent  should  make  some  change 
in  its  present  system  of  fare  collections  at  this  point,  and  unless  this 
change  is  voluntarily  effected  within  a  reasonable  time  the  Commission 
will  make  a  further  investigation  of  the  matter  and  pass  such  order 
as  may  be  necessary  in  order  to  remove  the  cause  of  complaint  in  this 
respect. 

An  order  will  be  passed  by  the  Commission  in  accordance  with  the 
findings  herein  contained. 
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ORDER  No.  4977 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  John  R.  Warfield, 
J.  M.  Patterson,  et  Au, 


va. 


Cumberland  and  Westernport  Elec- 
tric Railway  Company. 


Before  the 


Public  Service  Commission 


*' 


of  Maryland. 


Case  No.  1603. 


This  case  being  at  issue  upon  complaints  and  answers  on  file  and 
liaving  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties  and  full  investi- 
gation of  the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  had  and  the 
Commission,  on  the  date  hereof,  having  rendered  and  filed  an  opinion 
containing  its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  therein,  which  said 
opinion  is  hereby  referred  to  and  made  part  hereof. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  5th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

flDttlfttb»  (1)  That  the  rates,  fares  and  charges  contained  in  rate 
schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  4  of  Cumberland  and  Westernport  Electric 
Railway  Company,  filed  with  this  Commission  on  October  21st,  1918, 
to  become  effective  November  21st,  1918,  be  and  they  are  hereby  ap- 
proved, to  remain  effective  until  November  21st,  1920,  unless  earlier 
modified  or  changed  by  the  further  order  of  this  Commission. 

(2)  That  the  said  Cumberland  and  Westernport  Electric  Railway 
Company  shall  furnish  to  this  Commission  accurate  and  complete 
statements  under  oath  setting  forth  the  operating  and  other  receipts 
and  expenditures  of  said  company  for  the  three  months  ending  March 
31st,  1919,  as  soon  as  possible  after  receipt  of  copy  of  this  order,  and 
thereafter  for  each  three-month  period  and  for  any  other  i>eriod  which 
this  Commission  may  hereafter  require. 

(3)  That  this  Commission  retains  jurisdiction  in  this  matter  to  the 
end  that  it  may  enter  such  further  order  or  orders  as  may  be  found 
necessary  in  view  of  the  results  shown  by  any  statement  or  statements 
filed  with  the  Commission  in  compliance  with  the  next  preceding  para- 
graph of  this  order. 

(4)  That  until  otherwise  ordered  by  this  Commission,  the  said  Cum- 
berland and  Westernport  Electric  Railway  Company  shall  continue  to 
operate  two  cars  leaving  Cumberland  daily,  except  Sunday,  at  5.00 
P.  M.,  one  car  to  be  run  to  Frostburg  and  the  other  car  to  be  oper- 
ated through  to  Westernport. 

(5)  That  until  otherwise  ordered  by  this  Commission,  the  said  Cum- 
berland and  Westernport  Electric  Railway  Company  shall  hold  its 
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cars  leaving  Cumberland  at  5.00  P.  M.  at  Narrows  Park  for  a  period 
not  less  than  five  (5)  minutes,  awaiting  the  arrival  of  cars  of  Cum- 
berland Electric  Railway  Company  at  that  point. 

(6)  That  with  respect  to  the  other  matters  and  things  complained 
of,  the  complaints  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be  and  the  same  are 
hereby  dismissed. 


ORDER  No.  4978 


In  the  Matter  of 


V 


The  Application  of  the  Director  Gen- 
eral OF  Railroads,  Operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland, 
for  Authority  to  Change  Rogers  Sta- 
tion, Baltimore  County,  Maryland, 
from  an  Agency  to  a  Non-Agency 
Station. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Conrniission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1667. 


Whereas,  The  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  in  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for 
authority  to  change  Rogers  Station,  Baltimore  County,  Maryland^ 
from  an  agency  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  May  5th, 
1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's 
Order  No.  4890  passed  April  23rd,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and 
finding  of  the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  public  necessity  and 
convenience  reasonably  require  the  maintenance  of  Rogers  Station  as 
an  agency  station,  and  that  an  agent  should  be  employed  at  that  point 
if  the  service  of  such  an  agent  can  be  secured  at  a  reasonable  com- 
pensation, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  5th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttfttlif  That  the  application  of  the  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads, operating  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  for  author- 
ity to  change  Rogers  Station,  Baltimore  County,  Maryland,  from  an 
agency  station  to  a  non-agency  station  be  and  it  is  hereby  denied  and 
dismissed. 

And  It  Is  Further  flDttl(tftl»  That  until  the  further  order  of  this 
Commission  in  the  premises,  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  oper- 
ating the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  be  and  he  is  hereby 
directed  and  required  to  continue  Rogers  Station  as  an  agency  station, 
provided  the  services  of  an  agent  can  be  secured  at  a  salary  not  ex- 
ceeding $25.00  per  month,  with  the  right  to  the  Director  General  of^ 
Railroads  to  have  the  Commission  reopen  this  case  for  further  con- 
sideration in  the  event  of  his  being  unable  to  secure  the  services  of  an 
agent  at  the  compensation  fixed  by  the  Commission. 
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ORDER  No.  4979 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  John  Schenning  for 
a  Permit  for  the  Operation  of  a  Motor 
Vehicle  for  Public  Use  Between  Balti- 
more and  Poplar,  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1659. 


Whereas,  John  Schenning,  having  made  application  to  this  Com- 
mission for  a  permit  for  the  oi>eration  of  a  motor  vehicle  for  public 
use  between  Baltimore,  Maryland,  and  Poplar,  Maryland,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  April  11th, 
1919,  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No.  4867  passed 
April  4th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commis- 
sion after  due  hearing  that  the  public  welfare  and  convenience  do  not 
require  the  granting  of  said  permit,  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  the 
granting  of  such  permit  would  be  prejudicial  to  the  welfare  and  con- 
venience of  the  public. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  5th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtt^tttlif  That  the  application  of  John  Schenning,  in  this  case  ex- 
hibited, be  and  the  same  is  hereby  refused  and  dismissed. 


ORDER  No.  4980 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Citizens  of  Berwyn 
Heights,  by  Adenb  Williams,  Secre- 
tary, et  Al., 


V8. 


Washington  Interurban  Railroad 
Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1624. 


Whereas,  This  case  involving  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  of 
fare  charged  and  collected  by  The  Washington  Interurban  Railroad 
Company  under  its  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  2,  effective  Decem- 
ber Ist,  1918,  and  the  adequacy  of  the  service  furnished  by  said  com- 
pany, being  at  issue  upon  complaints  and  answers  on  file,  and  having 
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been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties  and  full  investigation  of 
the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  made  by  the  Commission, 
and 

Whereas,  It  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  that 
the  rates  of  fare  charged  and  collected  by  the  respondent  under  its 
rate  schedule  P.  ,S.  C.  Md.  No.  2  aforesaid  are  just  and  reasonable, 
and  it  appearing  to  the  Commission  that  subsequent  to  hearing  in  this 
case  a  new  time  schedule  has  been  inaugurated  by  the  respondent, 
which  new  time  schedule  provides  better  service  to  the  complainants 
and  tends  to  greatly  reduce  the  cause  of  complaint,  as  shown  by  letters 
from  complainants  filed  herein,  and  it  being  the  further  opinion  and 
finding  of  the  Commission  that  the  service  furnished  at  the  present 
time  by  the  respondent  is  reasonably  adequate. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  5th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtifttti^  That  the  complaints  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be,  and 
the  same  are  hereby  dismissed. 


OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Everett  Dufour  and 
Thirty-five  Other  Citizens  of  Southern 
Maryland 


V8. 


The  Chesapeake  Beach  Railway 
Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1658. 


Appearances  : 
Everett  Dufour,  Esq.,  for  Complainants. 

Messrs.  H.  Herschberger  and  Walter  J.  Heywood,  for  Re- 
spondent. 


Legg,  Commissioner. 


Filed  June  6th,  1919. 


On  April  4th,  1919,  there  was  filed  with  the  Commission  a  complaint 
signed  by  Everett  Dufour  and  thirty-five  other  citizens  of  Southern 
Maryland,  directed  against  the  Chesapeake  Beach  R^lway  Company, 
hereinafter  called  the  Railway  Company.  This  complaint  covers  nine- 
teen specific  points  respecting  the  freight  rates  and  passenger  fares 
charged  and  collected  and  the  service  furnished  by  the  Railway  Com- 
pany. 
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Copy  of  the  complaint  was  served  upon  the  Railway  Company,  and 
order  entered  requiring  it  to  satisfy  the  things  complained  of  or  to 
answer  the  charges  therein  made.  Answer  was  duly  filed  with  the 
Commission,  which  answer  constitutes  a  general  denial  of  the  things 
complained  of,  and  same  not  being  satisfactory  to  the  complainants, 
the  case  was  set  for  hearing. 

Hearing  was  had  at  the  offices  of  the  Commission  in  Baltimore  on 
April  30,  1919,  at  which  hearing  a  number  of  witnesses  appeared  and 
testified.  At  the  hearing  the  Railway  Company  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission statements  signed  by  twelve  of  the  persons  whose  names 
appear  on  the  complaint,  showing  that  the  complaint  had  not  been 
read  by  them  before  signing  and  disclaiming  any  knowledge  of  the 
contents  thereof  or  the  purpose  of  the  complaint,  other  than  that  same 
was  intended  to  secure  lower  rates. 

A  number  of  the  items  of  the  complaint  respect  minor  questions  of 
service  and  facilities,  and  with  the  assurance  of  the  Railway  Com- 
pany that  these  matters  will  be  promptly  remedied,  the  Commission 
will  not  deal 'with  them  in  this  opinion.  There  is  one  minor  matter, 
however,  which  seems  to  deserve  the  attention  of  the  Commission,  and 
that  is  the  complaint  as  to  dirty  windows  in  passenger  coaches  of  the 
Railway  Company.  The  testimony  on  this  subject  developed  that  the 
coaches  are  equipped  with  stationary  window  screens,  making  it  im- 
possible to  wash  the  windows  without  removing  the  screens,  a  labor- 
ious and  exx>ensive  process,  and  the  result  being  that  windows  remain 
unwashed  for  months.  The  Commission  believes  that  if  the  screens 
are  kept  in  the  cars  only  during  the  summer  months,  when  windows 
are  usually  raised,  and  removed  during  the  remainder  of  the  year,  the 
cause  of  complaint  in  this  respect  will  be  largely  removed,  and  it  will 
so  order. 

The  Railway  Company  operates  a  local  train  from  District  Line  to 
Chesapeake  Beach  and  intermediate  stations,  leaving  District  Line 
at  5:40  P.  M.  Passengers  from  Washington,  D.  C,  use  cars  of  the 
Washington  Railway  and  Electric  Company  to  District  Line,  and  as 
these  street  cars  are  sometimes  delayed,  due  to  the  evening  rush-hour 
traffic,  it  not  infrequently  happens  that  persons  on  the  car  leaving 
16th  Street  and  New  York  Avenue  at  4:50  P.  M.  (which  is  the  last 
car  scheduled  to  connect  with  the  5:40  P.  M.  train  from  District  Line) 
arrive  at  the  District  Line  only  to  find  that  the  5:40  P.  M.  train  has 
departed.  During  the  excursion  season,  from  June  to  September,  the 
Railway  Company  operates  a  through  excursion  train  to  Chesapeake 
Beach,  leaving  District  Line  at  6:30  P.  M.  It  appears  that  it  is  the 
practice  of  the  Railway  Company  to  stop  this  train  for  local  passen- 
gers who  miss  the  5:40  P.  M.  train,  when  their  failure  to  catch  the 
earlier  train  is  due  to  a  tie-up  of  the  street  cars  in  the  District  of 
Columbia.  The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  5:40  P.  M.  train 
should  be  held  at  the  District  Line  for  not  less  than  ten  minutes  to 
await  the  arrival  of  the  car  of  the  Washington  Railway  and  Electric 
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Company  which  leaves  16th  Street  and  New  York  Avenue  at  4:60 
P.  M.y  when  such  car  is  delayed,  and  will  require  this  to  be  done. 

The  Commission  is  asked  to  require  the  Railway  Company  to  install 
railroad  track  scales.  The  record  shows  that  the  local  freight  busi- 
ness of  the  Railway  Company  is  not  sufficient  to  justify  the  Commis- 
sion in  requiring  it  to  incur  the  expenses  incident  to  the  installation 
and  maintenance  of  such  scales. 

Nor  does  the  Commission  find  that  the  traffic  warrants  the  installa- 
tion of  sidings  at  Mt.  Calvert  and  Pennsylvania  Junction.  An  inves- 
tigation by  the  Engineering  Department  of  the  Commission  shows  the 
approximate  cost  of  installing  switch,  exclusive  of  grading  at  Mt. 
Calvert,  to  be  over  $500.00. 

The  complaint  alleges  that  the  draw-bridge  of  the  Railway  Company 
over  the  Patuxent  River  is  in  an  unsafe  condition,  and  that  all  trains 
should  be  required  to  stop  before  crossing  the  draw.  The  Commis- 
sion's Engineering  Department  made  an  examination  of  this  bridge 
and  reports  that  all  rotten  timbers  upon  the  bridge  are  being  replaced, 
and  that  after  this  work,  as  well  as  some  additional  leconstruction 
suggested  by  the  Engineering  Department  and  acquiesced  in  by  the 
Railway  Company,  is  completed,  the  bridge  will  be  in  a  safer  condi- 
tion than  when  first  constructed.  The  Engineering  Department  further 
advises  against  requiring  the  stopping  of  trains  before  crossing  the 
draw,  and  in  this  recommendation  the  Commission  concurs. 

The  complaint,  so  far  as  the  same  respects  rates  and  fares,  has  to 
do  largely  with  the  practice  of  the  Railway  Company  of  selling  com- 
mutation tickets  only  between  District  Line  and  Chesapeake  Beach, 
persons  residing  at  intermediate  points  who  desire  to  purchase  com- 
mutation tickets  being  required  to  purchase  tickets  good  for  travel 
between  the  termini.  These  commutation  tickets  permit  passengers  to 
travel  at  rates  of  fare  considerably  lower  than  the  straight  fare  rates 
between  local  stations,  and  in  view  of  the  small  number  of  persons 
traveling  daily  between  intermediate  stations  the  Commission  con- 
siders the  practice  in  this  respect  reasonable  and  does  not  feel  that  it 
would  be  justified  in  requiring  the  sale  of  commutation  tickets  be- 
tween intermediate  stations  at  proportionate  rates.  Nor  does  it  appear 
that  the  revenues  of  the  Railway  Company  can  well  be  reduced,  par- 
ticularly when  consideration  is  given  to  the  fact  that  such  revenues 
are  hardly  more  than  sufficient  to  meet  operating  expenses,  and  not 
sufficient  to  pay  interest  on  its  bonds  or  dividends  upon  its  outstanding 
stock. 

An  order  will  be  entered  in  accordance  with  the  findings  herein  con- 
tained. 
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ORDER  No.  4983 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Evebett  Dufour  and 
Thirty-five  Other  Citizens  of  Southern 
Maryland 


V8, 


The  Chesapeake  Beach  Railway 
Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1658. 


This  case  being  at  issue  upon  complaint  and  answer  on  file  and 
having  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties  and  full  investi- 
gation of  the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  had  and  the 
Commission,  on  the  date  hereof,  having  rendered  and  filed  an  opinion 
containing  its  finding  of  fact  and  conclusions  therein,  which  said 
opinion  is  hereby  referred  to  and  made  part  hereof, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  6th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

tt)tl$ttthf  (1)  That  the  Chesai>eake  Beach  Railway  Company  be 
and  it  is  hereby  directed  and  required  to  hereafter  and  until  the 
farther  order  of  this  Commission  in  the  premises  keep  the  stationary 
window  screens  in  its  passenger  coaches  during  only  the  summer 
months,  and  to  remove  such  screens  during  the  remainder  of  the  year. 

(2)  That  the  said  Chesapeake  Beach  Railway  Company  be  and  it  is 
hereby  directed  and  required  to  hereafter,  and  until  the  further  order 
of  this  Commission  in  the  premises,  to  hold  its  train  scheduled  to  leave 
District  Line  at  5:40  P.  M.  for  a  period  of  not  less  than  ten  (10)  min. 
utes,  to  await  the  arrival  of  car  of  the  Washington  Railway  and  Elec- 
tric Company  which  leaves  15th  Street  and  New  York  Avenue,  Wash- 
ington, D.  C,  at  4:50  P.  M.,  when  such  car  is  delayed. 

(3)  That  with  respect  to  the  other  matters  and  things  complained 
of,  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  dismissed. 
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ORDER  No.  4984 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  L.  D.  Crawford, 

ET  Al., 


V8, 


The  Western  Maryland  Railway 
Company. 


Before  the 

Pablic  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1681. 


The  above  cause  being  at  issue  upon  complaint  and  answer  on  file 
and  having  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties  and  it  ap- 
pearing that  subsequent  to  the  hearing  of  the  complaint  arrangements 
have  been  made  by  the  respondent  to  resume  its  freight  and  passenger 
agency  at  Deerfield,  Maryland,  thereby  satisfying  the  complaint,  as 
shown  by  letter  from  the  General  Attorney  of  the  respondent  company 
filed  herein  on  the  date  hereof, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  6th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

flDttltt^&t  That  the  above  entitled  case  be  and  it  is  hereby  entered 
as  satisfied  and  closed. 


ORDER  No.  4986 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petitions  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Ofiicial 
Classification,  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  Their 
Agent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less  Than 
Statutory  Notice  Supplements  to  Ofii- 
cial Classification  No.  44,  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
O.  C.  No.  44. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  569. 


The  above  mentioned  petitions  having  been  received  and  filed^  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  9th  day  of  June,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

flDtll]ttttl»  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  carriers  not 
under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Ofiicial  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
Collyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  not  less  than  five  days' 
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notice  to  the  Commission  and  the  public,  supplement  or  supplements  to 
Official  Classification  No.  44,  P.  S.  C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44,  revising  the 
classification  specifications  for  lamps,  and  establishing  special  regu- 
lations governing  descriptions,  marks,  inspection  and  delivery  of  eggs, 
and  the  handling  of  claims  thereunder,  as  set  forth  in  petitions  herein 
and  exhibits  filed  therewith, 

Provided,  Said  supplement  or  supplements  be  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission upon  issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  re- 
quired by  law,  and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  or  supplements 
shall  bear  the  following  notation : 

"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4986  of  date  June  9th, 
1919/' 


ORDER  No.  4987 


In  the  Matter 'of 

The  Complaint  of  Samuel  W.  Pfoutz, 
ET  Al.,  Patrons  of  The  Western  Mary- 
land Railway  Company  at  Linwood, 
New  Windsor,  Wakefield,  Medford, 
Avondale  and  Westminster  Stations, 


V8. 


Western  Maryland  Railway  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  618. 


The  respondent  in  the  above  entitled  matter  having  notified  this 
Commission  of  its  intention'  to  put  into  effect  on  June  22nd,  1919,  its 
summer  time-table,  under  which  the  leaving  time  of  train  No.  22  at 
Union  Bridge,  Maryland,  would  be  6:20  A.  M.,  and  the  shippers  of 
milk  located  along  the  line  of  respondent  and  using  said  train  No.  22 
for  the  shipment  of  milk  to  Baltimore  having  filed  protests  with  the 
Commission  against  the  proposed  schedule,  and  the  matter  having  been 
duly  heard  by  the  Commission  on  June  9th,  1919,  in  accordance  with 
the  Commission's  Order  No.  4975  passed  June  3rd,  1919,  and  it  being 
the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  that  the  leaving  time  of 
said  train  No.  22  at  Union  Bridge  should  be  6 :35  A.  M.,  and  that  said 
train  should  arrive  at  Hillen  Station,  Baltimore,  Maryland,  at  9:20 
A.  M.,  tlie  necessary  reduction  in  running  time  of  said  train  to  be 
made  east  of  Westminster,  Maryland, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  10th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 


180 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 


fiDtlltttll^  That  The  Western  Maryland  Railway  Company  be  and 
it  hereby  is  directed  and  required  to  make  the  leaving  time  of  its  train 
No.  22  at  Union  Bridge  6:35  A.  M.,  and  the  scheduled  time  of  said 
train's  arrival  at  Hillen  Station,  Baltimore,  9 :20  A.  M.,  the  necessary 
reduction  in  running  time  of  said  train  to  be  made  east  of  West- 
minster. 

It  Is  Further  SDtttUt^f  That  this  order  shall  become  effective  on 
June  22nd,  1919,  and  remain  in  effect  until  the  adoption  of  the  re- 
spondent's winter  time-table. 


ORDER  No.  4988 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Washington,  Bal- 
timore AND  Annapous  Electric  Rail- 
road Company  for  an  Order  Permit- 
ting and  Approving  the  Construction 
of  a  Side  Track  Connecting  With  Its 
North-bound  Track  at  High  Bridge, 
Maryland,  Also  a  Freight  Shed  Adja- 
cent Thereto. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1686. 


Whereas,  It  appears  from  the  petition  and  exhibit  filed  in  the  above 
entitled  matter  that  the  proposed  construction  of  a  side  track  and 
freight  shed  at  High  Bridge,  Maryland,  are  necessary  and  convenient 
for  the  public  service,  and 

Whereas,  The  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  that  a  formal  hear- 
ing in  the  matter  is  not  necessary, 

*     It  Is,  Therefore,  This  tenth  day  of  June,  1919,  by  the  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  of  Maryland, 

^ttlttCb^  That  the  proposed  construction  of  a  side  track  and 
freight  shed  at  High  Bridge,  Maryland,  on  the  Washington,  Baltimore 
and  Annapolis  Electric  Railroad,  as  set  forth  and  shown  in  said  peti- 
tion and  exhibit  filed  herein,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  permitted  and 
approved. 
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ORDER  No.  4991 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  Maryland  Electric 
Railways  Ck)MPANY  for  Permission 
Under  Section  15  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  Law  to  File  and  Publish 
on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice  Rate 
of  $15.00  Per  Car  on  Sand  and  Gravel, 
Carloads,  from  Annapolis,  Maryland, 
to  Stations  to  and  Including  Glen- 
bum  ie,  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

.Case  No.  570. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  12th  day  of  June,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDthttit^i.  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given.  The  Maryland 
Slectric  Railways  Company  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to 
the  Commission  and  the  public,  rate  of  $15.00  per  car  on  sand  and 
^avel,  carloads,  from  Annapolis,  Maryland,  to  stations  to  and  in- 
cluding Glenbumie,  Maryland, 

Provided,  Tariff  containing  said  rate  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
upon  issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by 
law,  and  that  all  copies  of  said  tariff  shall  bear  the  following  notation : 


M 


Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  4991  of  date  June  12th, 
1919." 


ORDER  No.  4997 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  the  Director  Gen- 
eral OF  Railroads,  Operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  to 
Change  Catonsville  Station,  Maryland, 
from  an  Agency  Station  to  a  Non- 
Agency  Station. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1684. 


Whereas,  The  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  in  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for 
authority  to  change  Catonsville  Station,  Maryland,  from  an  ag^ency 
freight  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  and 
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Whereas,  The  application  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard  after 
due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No. 
4985  passed  June  6th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the 
Conmiission  after  due  hearing  that  the  maintenance  of  Catonsville 
Station  as  an  agency  freight  station  is  no  longer  reasonably  necessary 
or  convenient  for  the  public  service, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  17th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttttttf  That  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  be  and  he  is  hereby  authorized 
and  permitted  to  change  Catonsville  Station,  Maryland,  from  an 
agency  freight  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  effective  on  and  after 
July  1st,  1919.  ' 


ORDER  No.  4999 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  the  Director  Gen- 
eral OF  Railroads,  Operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland, 
for  Authority  to  Change  Rogers  Sta- 
tion, Baltimore  County,  Maryland, 
from  an  Agency  to  a  Non-Agency  Sta- 
tion. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1667. 


Whereas,  The  Director  Greneral  of  Railroads,  operating  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  in  Maryland,  having  notified  this  Commission  that 
he  is  unable  to  secure  the  services  of  an  agent  at  Rogers  Station,  Bal- 
timore County,  Maryland,  at  the  compensation  prescribed  by  the  Com- 
mission's Order  No.  4978  entered  herein  on  June  6th,  1919,  and  pray- 
ing that  said  Order  No.  4978  be  modified  so  as  to  permit  the  employ- 
ment of  a  station-keeper  at  Rogers  Station  instead  of  continuing  that 
point  as  an  agency  station,  it  is,  upon  consideration,  this  17th  day  of 
June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commisson  of  Maryland, 

2DttlfCed»  (1)  That  Order  No.  4978  entered  herein  on  June  5th,. 
1919,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  annulled  and  rescinded. 

(2)  That  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the  Pennsyl- 
vania Railroad  in  Maryland,  be  and  he  is  hereby  authorized  and  per- 
mitted to  change  Rogers  Station,  Baltimore  County,  Maryland,  from 
an  agency  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  effective  on  and  after  July 
1st,  1919. 
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It  Is  Further  iDtbttetIt  That  the  said  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads, operating  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  shall  pro- 
vide a  station-keeper  at  Rogers  Station  not  later  than  the  day  on 
which  the  agency  at  that  point  is  discontinued,  and  thereafter  employ 
such  station-keeper  so  long  as  Rogers  Station  is  continued  as  a  non- 
agency  ^station,  provided  the  services  of  such  station-keeper  can  be 
secured  at  a  salary  not  exceeding  $25.00  i>er  month. 


ORDER  No.  5000 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  for 
the  Approval  of  an  Agreement,  Dated 
May  20th,  1919,  Between  It  and 
Mayor  and  Council  of  Berun  for  the 
Sale  by  the  Latter  to  the  Former  of 
Two  Poles  Located  on  the  South  Side 
of  Pitts  Street,  West  of  Church  Street 
and  East  of  Williams  Street,  Berlin, 
Worcester  County,  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland* 

Case  No.  1688. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the  pur- 
pose of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the  Com- 
mission having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  eighteenth  day  of  June,  in  the  year  1919, 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SfthtVttf  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  ag^ree- 
ment,  or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  the  Mayor  and  Coun- 
oilmen  of  Lonaconing 


V8. 


The  Lonaconing  Water  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commisaioik 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1616. 


Appearances  : 
George  L.  Eppler,  Esq.,  for  Complainants. 
D.  L.  Sloan,  Esq.,  for  Respondent. 


Legg,  Commissioner. 


Filed  June  19th,  1919. 


On  November  21st,  1918,  the  Lonaconing  Water  Company  filed  with 
the  Commission  its  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  4  to  become  effective 
January  1st,  1919.  The  effect  of  this  schedule  was  to  increase  the  rate 
for  dwellings  with  one  spigot  or  hydrant  from  $9.00  to  $12.00  'per 
year.  The  minimum  charge  for  metered  service  was  increased  to  the 
same  amount,  and  changes  were  made  in  certain  other  fiat  rate  fixture 
charges. 

On  December  28th,  1918,  the  Mayor  and  Councilmen  of  Lonaconing 
filed  with  the  Commission  a  protest  against  the  increased  rates,  alleg- 
ing same  to  be  excessive,  unfair  and  unreasonable,  and  further  pro- 
testing against  an  inventory  of  the  assets  of  the  company  previously 
made  and  used  by  it  as  a  basis  for  a  former  increase  in  rates,  alleging 
that  said  inventory  is  not  a  true  statement  of  its  assets  and  does  not 
show  the  true  amount  invested  in  the  plant  of  said  company. 

The  complaint  was  duly  answered  by  respondent,  and  same  not  being 
satisfactory  to  the  complainants,  the  case  was  set  for  hearing  at  the 
Hotel  Gladstone,  Frostburg,  Maryland,  on  March  7th,  1919. 

Prior  to  the  hearing,  the  Auditor  of  the  Commission  made  an  exami- 
nation of  the  books  of  the  company,  filing  two  complete  reports  show- 
ing a  comparative  statement  of  income  and  operating  expenses  for  a 
series  of  years,  and  bringing  the  books  of  the  company  down  to  De- 
cember 31st,  1918. 

« 

To  conform  to  the  date  of  the  book  value  in  the  Auditor's  report,  the 
Engineering  Department  supplemented  its  previous  valuation  reports, 
Nos.  981  and  1066,  by  filing  Report  1259,  bringing  the  valuation  of  the 
company's  property  down  to  December  81st,  1918.  The  earlier  reports 
above  referred  to  were  filed  by  the  Commission's  Engineering  Depart- 
ment in  Case  No.  1263,  which  case  involved  the  reasonableness  of  the 
rates  of  the  respondent  published  in  its  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  3, 
effective  January  1st,  1917,  the  chief  effect  of  which  schedule  was  to 
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increase  the  single  spigot  charge  for  dwelling's  from  $6.00  to  $9.00  per 
annum,  the  $6.00  charge  having  been  maintained  since  the  formation 
of  the  company.  An  exhaustive  inquiry  into  the  affairs  of  the  re- 
spondent company  was  made  in  that  case,  but  complainants  having 
failed  to  indicate  that  hearing  was  desired,  same  has  never  been  heard 
and  accordingly  remains  open  on  the  Commission's  dockets. 

Copies  of  the  Auditor's  and  Engineer's  reports  were  furnished  the 
complainants  and  respondent. 

From  a  copy  of  the  original  charter  filed  herein  and  testimony  of 
witnesses  at  the  hearing,  a  historical  review  of  the  respondent  can  be 
briefly  summarized. 

In  1895,  by  ordinance,  the  Mayor  and  Councilmen  of  Lonaconing 
granted  Malcolm  Sinclair,  his  assigns,  etc.,  the  right  to  supply  water 
to  the  town  of  Lonaconing.  In  the  same  year  the  Lonaconing  Water 
Company  was  incorporated  under  the  General  Laws  of  Maryland  for 
the  purpose  of  supplying  the  town  of  Lonaconing  and  vicinity  with 
water,  with  an  authorized  issue  of  common  stock  of  $70,000.00. 

Malcolm  Sinclair  and  two  associates,  John  J.  Bell  and  Jacob  Schi- 
miller,  assigned  the  franchise  to  the  respondent  company.  First  Mort^ 
gage  Bonds  to  the  amount  of  $33,000.00  were  issued  and  construction 
work  begun,  which  included  the  building  of  a  reservoir  known  now  as 
the  Charlestown  reservoir  on  a  tract  of  13  acres  of  land  purchased 
from  David  M.  Evans,  being  the  outlet  of  about  an  800-acre  water- 
shed. 

To  each  of  the  original  promoters  was  given  a  thousand-dollar  bond, 
or  $3,000.00,  and  among  them  was  divided  the  $70,000.00  common 
stock,  1400  shares  of  a  par  value  of  $50.00  as  compensation  for  pro- 
motion, surveys,  engineering,  financing  and  other  services.  It  appears 
that  $30,000.00  went  into  the  property. 

David  M.  Evans  purchased  some  of  the  bonds  and  later  bought  a 
sufficient  number  of  shares  of  the  outstanding  common  stock  to  give 
him  control  of  the  company,  and  it  is  shown  at  this  time  that  the 
entire  1,400  shares  of  stock  are  owned  by  the  three  officers  of  the 
company,  sons  of  the  David  M.  Evans,  and  were  acquired,  according 
to  the  testimony,  at  from  $10.00  to  $25.00  per  share  and  now  assessed 
by  the  State  Tax  Commission  at  $40.00  per  share. 

With  an  increase  in  population  and  a  more  general  use  of  water,  it 
became  necessary  for  the  respondent  to  increase  the  supply,  and  to 
this  end  additional  water  rights  were  obtained  and  what  is  known  as 
the  Koontz  reservoir  was  built.  The  company  is  now  contemplating 
constructing  an  additional  reservoir  on  Orr's  Run,  and  to  enlarge  the 
Charlestown  reservoir. 

At  the  hearing,  many  witnesses  appeared  and  the  testimony  covered 
a  wide  range  of  complaints,  which  may  be  summarized  under  the  fol- 
lowing heads: 
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Inadequacy  of  supply. 
Quality  of  water. 
Contamination  of  water-sheds. 
Inefficient  operatins:  conditions. 
Unsatisfactory  fire  plugs. 
Unsatisfactory  rules  for  metered  service. 
Capitalization  of  the  Company. 
Engineering  Dept.  Appraisal. 
Excessive  rates. 

The  testimony  of  witnesses  on  the  inadequacy  of  supply  recited  con- 
ditions existing  three  or  more  years  ago,  and  after  a  full  investigation 
the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  supply  is  fully  adequate  for 
all  present  requirements  and  the  future  is  being  considered  by  the 
company  in  its  plans  for  an  enlargement  of  the  Charlestown  reservoir 
and  development  at  Orr's  Run. 

The  complaints  respecting  the  quality  of  water  and  contamination 
of  the  water-sheds  can  be  considered  as  one  factor  under  the  present 
operating  system  of  the  company.  Water  is  supplied  by  what  is  known 
as  the  gn^avity  system,  mountain  streams  being  impounded  and  water 
furnished  direct  to  consumers  by  mains  in  its  raw  state,  no  filtration 
pr  chemical  treatment  being  afforded. 

The  Commission  is  convinced  by  the  testimony  that  the  company 
has  not  given  proper  supervision  to  the  water-shed,  having  permitted 
cattle  to  graze  adjacent  to  the  reservoir  on  land  owned  by  it  and  dedi- 
cated to  public  use. 

While  the  quality  of  water  furnished  and  the  protection  of  the 
sources  of  supply  are  without  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  being 
regulated  by  the  State  Board  of  Health,  they  are,  however,  matters  to 
be  given  serious  consideration  by  the  Commission  when  it  comes  to 
determine  the  worth  of  the  service. 

At  the  instance  of  the  Commission,  the  State  Board  of  Health,  on 
April  17th,  1919,  reported  its  knowledge  of  these  alleged  conditions, 
advising  that  the  quality  of  the  water  was  only  fair;  that  cattle  had 
been  permitted  to  graze  near  the  reservoir;  that  other  matters  of  com- 
plaint arising  from  lumbering  operations,  sulphured  water  from  aban- 
doned mines,  etc.,  had  been  remedied  by  the  company  when  found 
existing. 

The  complaint  of  inefficient  operating  conditions  arises  mainly  from 
muddy  water  furnished  some  consumers  after  a  heavy  rainfall. 

The  Charlestown  reservoir  on  Jackson's  Run  has  an  elevation  of 
about  200  feet,  and  the  Koontz  reservoir  about  400  feet.  These  reser- 
voirs are  on  opposite  sides  of  the  town  and  about  four  miles  apart. 

The  water-shed  of  Jackson  Run  affords  such  protection  that  the 
water  in  the  Charlestown  reservoir  rarely  becomes  muddy,  but  the  ele- 
vation of  this  reservoir  is  insufficient  to  supply  the  entire  system,  and 
it  is  now  used  as  a  reserve  supply.  The  Koontz  reservoir  has  suffi- 
cient elevation  to  supply  all  users,  but  its  water-shed  is  not  so  pro- 
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tectedy  and  heavy  rains  cause  the  water  to  become  very  muddy.  By  a 
system  of  valves,  it  is  possible  to  shut  off  this  reservoir  and  cut  in  the 
Charlestown  reservoir,  and  thereby  all  but  about  35  services  can  be 
furnished  a  continuous  supply  of  clear  water.  It  is  evident  from  the 
testimony  that  the  company  has  not  exercised  proper  dispatch  and 
care  in  this  matter,  and  while  no  order  will  be  passed  relative  to  the 
complaint,  the  Commission  admonishes  the  officials  of  the  company  to 
give  closer  supervision  to  this  simple  but  necessary  operatingr  detaiL 
It  will  be  necessary  to  provide  some  relief  for  the  35  or  thereabout 
services  which  cannot  be  supplied  from  the  Charlestown  reservoir,  and 
in  considerin^r  the  steps  to  be  taken  to  afford  the  desired  relief  the 
Commission  suggests  the  possibility  of  a  settling  basin,  and  will  be 
glad  to  have  its  Engineering  Department  co-operate  with  the  water 
company  in  reaching  a  solution  of  the  problem. 

The  complaints  as  to  the  unsatisfactory  fire  plugs  were  that  the 
plugs  are  so  rarely  flushed  that  deposits  of  mud  and  gravel  accumu- 
late and  require  undue  flushing  to  prevent  the  bursting  of  the  fire 
hose;  that  the  type  of  plug  was  not  satisfactory,  and,  through  igno- 
rance of  mechanism,  they  were  frequently  broken.  Testimony  on  this 
subject  was  most  conflicting. 

There  were  33  fire  plugs  in  service,  for  which  the  town  authorities 
pay  $1,100  annually,  or  $33.83^  per  plug.  The  Commission  deems 
this  sum  a  very  fair  compensation  and  is  of  the  opinion  that  desirable 
experience  in  the  oi>eration  of  these  fire  plugs  can  be  obtained  for  the 
volunteer  fire  company  through  drills,  and  recommends  that  the  com- 
pany and  town  authorities  devise  some  plan  which  will  accomplish  this 
result. 

The  testimony  is  that  if  a  consumer  desires  a  meter  installed  he  is 
required  to  pay  the  cost  thereof,  and  as  a  minimum  charge  equal  to 
the  single  spigot  flat  rate  charge  is  exacted  of  the  metered  consumers, 
the  practice  of  the  respondent  is  complained  of  as  being  unreasonable. 
The  schedule  of  the  respondent  here  under  discussion  contains  no  pro- 
visions requiring  the  consumer  to  pay  for  meter,  and  as  the  cost  of 
meter  is  properly  borne  by  the  utility  and  charged  to  its  capital 
account,  the  Commission  will  expect  the  respondent  to  change  its  prac- 
tice in  this  respect  and  cease  requiring  consumers  to  pay  for  meters 
installed.  Reasonable  rules  under  which  meters  will  be  installed 
should  be  promulgated  by  the  respondent  and  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sion. The  practice  of  water  utilities  of  making  either  a  minimum 
charge  or  a  readiness  to  serve  charge  is  so  universal  and  founded 
upon  such  sound  principles,  and  is  so  generally  recognized  as  being 
justifiable,  that  the  Commission  will  not  here  attempt  to  detail  the 
reasons  why  such  minimum  charge  should  be  allowed  in  the  instant 


The  main  complaint  as  to  the  capitalization  of  the  respondent  is  that 
the  capital  account  as  shown  on  the  books  of  the  company  is  excessive 
and  does  not  represent  the  true  value  of  the  plant.  Fixed  capital 
shown  on  books  of  the  company  as  of  December  31st,  1918,  is  $130,- 
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219.41.  The  Superintendent  or  General  Manairer  testified  that  when 
control  was  obtained  by  his  father  January  Ist,  1898,  the  company 
then  having  been  in  existence  three  years,  the  fixed  capital  shown  on 
the  books  was  $100,658.00,  but  that  he  had  no  knowledge  what  this 
Hmount  represented;  the  book  entries  showing  the  first  item — 

Organization  and  financing $69,850.00 

That  in  1896  was  added 29,041.00 

And  in  1898 1,767.00 

Or  a  total  of $100,658.00 

Testimony  of  the  Auditor  of  the  Commission  shows  that  on  January 
1st,  1914,  when  the  books  of  the  company  were  opened  to  conform  to 
the  uniform  system  of  accounts  adopted  by  the  Commission,  the  plant 
valuation  as  shown  by  the  system  of  accounts  then  used  was  $126,- 
698.24.  No  records  were  available,  however,  to  verify  this  amount, 
though  it  was  possible  to  verify  additions  to  capital  account  made 
from  January  1st,  1914,  to  December  31st,  1918,  of  $3,521.17.  Counsel 
for  the  complainants,  through  exhibits  filed  and  testimony  of  wit- 
nesses, endeavored  to  show  the  original  cost  of  the  plant.  Prior  to  the 
creation  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  in  1910  there  was  no  uni- 
form system  of  accounts  used,  and  therefore  it  has  been  rarely  possi- 
ble to  determine  actual  expenditures  by  any  of  the  public  utilities 
which  the  Commission  has  heretofore  had  occasion  to  investigate. 
However,  the  Commission  does  not  deem  this  information  absolutely 
essential  to  a  proper  determination  of  the  present  case,  though  very 
desirable  in  any  case  when  same  can  be  had. 

The  principles  governing  the  determination  of  the  fair  value  of  the 
property  of  public  utilities  for  rate-making  purposes,  particularly  as 
applied  to  water  companies,  adopted  by  this  Commission  are  set  forth 
at  length  in  its  opinion  filed  July  25th,  1918,  Case  No.  375,  Baltimore 
County  Water  Company,  and  without  herein  fully  stating  the  reason- 
ing to  be  followed  in  reaching  such  conclusion,  it  will  determine  the 
fair  value  of  the  property  of  the  respondent  by  the  same  methods 
therein  used. 

The  Engineering  Department's  estimate  of  value  of  the  Company's 
property  as  of  December  31st,  1918,  is 

Present 
Cost  Netv         Depreciation  Value 

Original    Property $90,699.67  $4,485.50  $86,214.17 

Working  Capital 1,270.00 


$87,484.17 


the  basis  of  such  valuation  being  shown  in  its  Reports  Nos.  961  of 
April  9th,  1917,  and  1066  of  October  17th,  1917,  filed  in  Case  1263, 
and  1259  filed  March  5th,  1919,  in  the  present  case. 
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The  value  placed  on  the  13  acres  of  land  purchased  from  the  late 
David  M.  Evans,  and  on  a  portion  of  which  was  constructed  the 
Gharlestown  reservoir,  shown  in  Report  No.  961,  is  $1,626.00.  Con- 
clusive evidence  at  the  hearing  showed  that  $3,500.00  was  paid  for 
tills  tract  of  land.  Therefore,  there  should  be  added  to  the  Engineer's 
valuation  this  difference — $1,875.00. 

In  considering  the  value  of  the  property,  an  allowance  for  going 
value  should  be  added  to  the  Engineer's  appraisal.  Authorities  are  so 
unanimous  in  holding  going  value  to  be  an  element  of  actual  value 
which  must  be  duly  considered  in  rate-making,  and  this  Commission 
having  made  due  allowance  for  it  in  most  of  its  recent  valuation  cases, 
it  vdll  be  allowed  here. 

There  is  no  fixed  standard  which  may  be  followed  in  determining 
the  going  value  of  any  particular  utility.  In  the  Baltimore  County 
Case  (above  referred  to)  the  Commission's  allowance  for  going  value 
was  2.7%  of  the  estimated  cost  new  of  the  physical  property,  while 
the  water  company  in  that  case  contended  for  an  allowance  of  about 
20%.  The  Baltimore  County  Water  Company  serves  a  larg^e  territory, 
composed  of  city,  urban  and  rural  sections,  and  from  its  source  of 
supply  to  one  large  town  the  mains  extend  over  twenty  miles.  With 
such  a  widely  scattered  business,  the  cost  of  securing  the  patronage 
was  naturally  greater  than  would  seem  possible  in  the  case  of  the 
respondent,  and  in  determining  an  allowance  in  the  case  the  Commis- 
sion gives  due  consideration  to  this  element.  We  feel  that  a  conserva. 
tive  allowance  would  be  2%  of  the  appraised  value  of  the  property,  or 
$1,787.18,  which  is  approximately  $2.00  per  connection. 

Giving  consideration  to  the  value  of  the  stocks  and  bonds  of  the 
company,  and  it  being  impossible  to  determine  the  present  market 
prices,  it  is  interesting  to  note  that  if  the  value  of  the  present  out- 
standing bonds  of  $31,500.00  is  taken  at  par,  and  the  1,400  shares  of 
stock  at  the  assessed  value  of  $40.00  per  share,  or  a  total  of  $87,500.00, 
compares  with  $87,484.17  appraised  value  by  the  Engineering  Depart- 
ment. 

After  fully  considering  the  present  compared  with  the  original  cost 
of  construction,  the  value  of  outstanding  stocks  and  bonds,  the  capi- 
talization of  the  company,  the  probable  earning  capacity  under  pre- 
scribed rates  and  amount  necessary  to  meet  operating  expenses,  with 
such  other  matters  pertinent  in  this  case,  the  Commission  finds  the 
value  of  the  property  of  the  respondent  as  of  December  31,  1918,  to 
be  $91,146.17,  which  is  made  up  as  follows : 

Appraisal  of  Engrineering  Department $86,214.17 

Additional  allowance  for  land 1,875.00 

Working  capital 1,270.00 

Going  value 1,787.18 


$91,146.35 
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It  now  becomes  necessary  for  the  Commission  to  prescribe  a  fair 
rate  of  return  on  the  value  of  the  respondent's  property  as  determined 
by  the  Commission,  and  in  the  determination  of  a  maximum  rate  of 
return  many  things  are  to  be  considered,  which  are  treated  at  length 
by  this  Commission  in  its  various  opinions,  particularly  in  Case  No^ 
690,  filed  March  8th,  1916,  known  as  the  Telephone  Case. 

Having  in  mind  the  legal  rate  of  interest  in  this  State;  the  fact  that^ 
this  Commission  has  recently  approved  issues  of  notes  for  more  than 
$5,000,000  bearing  7%  interest,  the  class  of  securities  yielding  high 
returns  now  available  to  the  investing  public;  the  character  of  the 
business  of  the  respondent,  with  the  hazard  of  the  enterprise;  and, 
further,  the  general  effect  of  the  rate  of  return  upon  the  public  at 
large,  we  deem  a  maximum  permissible  rate  of  return  of  7%  for  this 
company  to  be  proper  rate,  though  such  a  maximum  rate  of  return 
will  not  be  permitted  unless  it  can  be  earned  through  charges  other- 
wise reasonable  to  the  public. 

The  answer  of  the  respondent  to  the  complaint  against  the  present 
schedule  of  rates  denies  they  are  excessive,  unjust  or  unreasonable, 
claiming  the  increase  is  necessary  to  pay  operating  expenses,  a  proper 
allowance  for  depreciation  and  to  provide  a  balance  for  surplus  or 
dividends;  showing  that  the  gross  income  for  the  year  eftding  June 
80th,  1918,  was  approximately  $10,465.00,  with  operating  expenses^ 
and  depreciation  of  $6,900.00,  and  that  after  paying  fixed  charges 
about  $2,000.00  was  left  for  surplus  or  dividends  on  the  $70,000.00^ 
common  stock;  estimating  that  the  new  rates  would  increase  the 
revenue  a  little  over  $2,000.00  per  year,  which  would  yield  a  net  return 
for  surplus  of  about  5%  on  the  book  value  of  the  plant,  $1804219.41, 
or  about  6%,  based  on  the  Engineer's  valuation,  $87,484.17,  shown  in 
Report  No.  1263. 

On  December  31st,  1918,  there  were  730  unmetered  and  43  metered 
consumers.  The  company  claims,  however,  that  this  number  was 
greater  than  usual  and  due  to  abnormal  labor  conditions,  and  that 
recently  the  number  of  consumers  has  been  reduced  by  families  moving^ 
from  the  town. 

The  Auditor's  report  gives  gross  earnings  for  the  year  ending 
December  31st,  1918,  as  $9,875.88.  The  new  rates  increase  unmetered 
service  $3.00  per  annum,  and  with  730  such  customers  on  December 
31st,.  1918,  this  increase  would  mean  about  $2,200.00. 

The  Commission  could  probably  show  here  the  effect  of  the  new  rates 
with  reasonable  correctness,  but  believes  the  company's  estimate  of  itr 
revenue  to  be  approximately  correct,  and  therefore  for  consideration 
of  the  reasonableness  of  the  present  schedule  will  base  its  conclusions 
on  the  estimated  amount  of  revenue  for  the  ensuing  year,  $12,500.00. 

Analysis  of  the  Auditor's  Report  showing  operating  expenses  de- 
velops that  the  ratio  of  operating  expenses  to  operating  revenue  ha» 
materially  increased,  being 

37.77%  in  1915 
51.63%  in  1916 
86.24%  in  1917 
79.39%  in  1918 
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It  is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge  that  costs  in  practically  every 
industry  have  materially  increased  during  the  war  period,  resulting 
largely  from  the  increase  in  cost  of  labor  and  coal,  and  the  apparently 
heavy  operating  expenses  of  public  utilities  have  been  justified  where 
a  large  number  of  employes  and  use  of  coal  were  required. 

This  condition,  however,  does  not  exist  with  the  resi)ondent  to  the 
extent  that  would  justify  the  tremendous  increase  in  operating  ex- 
penses. Its  operation  requires  no  pumping  and  no  increased  cost  of 
power  is  involved.  The  testimony  showed  that  other  than  its  three 
executive  officers,  only  two  regular  employes  were  on  the  pay  roll,  a 
clerk  in  the  office  and  an  outside  man.  Additional  labor  is  employed 
on  a  per  diem  basis  when  required. 

Therefore,  in  seeking  the  reason  for  the  increase  in  operating  ex- 
penses, testimony  at  the  hearing  was  largely  centered  on  this  condition 
And  examination  was  complete  on  the  various  items  involved. 

It  was  shown  that,  occasioned  by  the  unusual  severity  of  the  weather 
in  the  winter  months  of  1918,  service  pipes  and  mains  to  an  unusual 
extent  were  frozen  and  broken,  many  customers  being  without  water 
for  months.  A  heavy  cost  was  involved  in  remedying  the  damage,  and 
to  this  unparalleled  weather  is  due,  in  part,  the  increased  costs  shown 
:for  the  year  ending  in  December  31st,  1918. 

Three  other  items  of  expense,  i.  e.,  administration,  taxes  and  depre- 
ciation, claim  attention  of  the  Commission. 

The  administration  cost  for  the  past  year  was  $2,805.34,  or  over 
'28%  of  the  gross  income.  The  Commission  considers  this  excessive 
when  account  is  taken  of  the  volume  of  business  and  character  of  the 
plant.  Testimony  showed  there  were  three  executives — a  president, 
secretary  and  treasurer  and  g^eneral  manager — drawing  salaries  of 
$600.00,  $900.00  and  $900.00,  respectively;  that  the  entire  time  of  none 
was  devoted  to  its  business,  nor  does  it  clearly  appear  just  what  serv- 
ices rendered  by  the  president  are  necessary  for  the  conduct  of  the 
business. 

The  Commission  does  not  feel  that  the  public  should  be  chargred  with 
liigh  salaries  of  officers  who  render  little  or  no  service  to  the  company. 

It  is  noted  that  the  taxes  showed  a  material  increase  during  the  past 
year.    This  is  due  in  part  to  an  increased  valuation  by  the  authorities. 

Prior  to  1917  no  reserve  for  depreciation  was  set  aside.  The  Aud- 
itor's report  shows  that,  in  both  1917  and  1918,  $1,600  was  set  aside 
:for  depreciation,  this  amount  having  been  based  on  a  weighted  average 
of  the  value  of  the  plant,  and  recommended  by  the  former  Auditor  of 
the  Commission. 

In  the  Engineering  Department's  appraisal,  depreciation  was  com- 
puted on  a  4  per  cent,  sinking  fund  basis,  with  no  allowance  for  depre- 
ciation of  land. 

The  average  age  of  the  depreciable  property  of  the  Company  is 
about  thirteen  years  and  its  average  life  about  eighty-seven  yeairs; 
consequently,  there  is  a  remaining  life  of  about  seventy-four  years. 
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The  Company  accumulated  $3,000  depreciation  reserve  in  the  past 
two  years.  The  value  found  by  the  Commission  of  the  depreciable 
property  is  $83,989.17. 

Therefore,  $80,989.17  remains  to  be  accumulated. 

On  a  sinking  fund  basis  the  following  accumulations  are  shown: 

$400  per  annum  at  5%  amounts  to  $83,740  in  50  years 
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The  present  depreciation  reserve  of  $3,000  set  aside  at  4%  interest 
will  in  55  years  amount  to  $25,950.00. 

Deducting  the  $25,950  from  the  depreciable  property,  $83,989.17^ 
leaves  $58,039  to  be  provided  by  annual  installments  to  a  sinking  fund 
depreciation  reserve. 

In  55  years,  $300  annual  installments  at  4%  will  amount  to 
$57,347.00. 

An  annual  depreciation  of  $1,500.00  at  4%  will  in  28  years  amount 
to  $74,952.00,  and  the  present  reserve  of  $3,000  for  a  like  i>eriod  at 
4%  to  $8,996.00,  or  a  total  of  $83,948.00,  as  compared  with  the  value 
of  the  property  to  be  retired,  $83,989.00,  the  value  being  recovered  in 
about  one-third  of  its  probable  life. 

These  simple  computations  show  conclusively  that  an  allowance  of 
$1,500.00  annually  for  depreciation  is  without  reason,  and  in  deter- 
mining the  proper  schedule  of  rates  an  annual  depreciation  reserve  of 
$300  will  be  allowed. 

The  CoDunission  recognizes  that  the  abnormal  weather  conditions 
occasioned  material  damage  in  the  past,  requiring  heavy  expenditures 
for  replacements.  Such  contingencies  should  be  provided  for  out  of  a 
special  fund  rather  than  being  considered  in  the  nature  of  a  normal 
operating  expense  and  a  basis  upon  which  the  need  of  increased  rates 
is  reflected.  As  before  stated,  much  of  the  heavy  operating  cost  of 
last  year  was  due  to  unusual  weather  conditions. 

The  Commission  therefore  will  permit  the  Company  to  establish  a 
contingency  reserve  fund  and  allow  an  annual  reserve  of  $100.00  to  be 
set  aside  until  the  fund  accumulates  an  amount  not  in  excess  of 
$1,000.00. 

It  was  on  basis  of  the  abnormal  expenditures  in  1918  that  the  com- 
pany felt  the  need  for  increased  revenue  and  filed  its  new  schedule  of 
rates  effective  January  1st,  1919. 

The  Commission  does  not  feel  these  operating  costs  can  justly  be 
used  as  a  basis  of  calculation  in  estimating  the  probable  expenditures- 
for  the  future.    It  has  in  mind  that  with  the  replacements  made  in. 
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1918  the  plant  is  now  in  such  a  good  condition  that  probably  less  than 
normal  repairs  will  be  required  in  the  near  future.  It  has  considered 
the  costs  for  a  series  of  years,  adding  thereto  a  reasonable  allowance 
for  increased  costs  of  labor  and  material,  and  considers  the  following 
set  up  to  be  a  reasonable  assumption  of  operating  costs  per  year : 

Collecting  System .^. $150.00 

Distribution   Maintenance 150.00 

Service  Pipes  and  Stops 100.00 

Meters,  Boxes  and  Vaults 75.00 

Fire  Hydrants  and  Cisterns 75.00 

Repairs  Col.  System 200.00 

Dis.        "      150.00 

''         Buildings  and  Equipment 100.00 

Administration  Expenses 2,200.00 

Insurance   60.00 

Stable  and  Shop  Expenses 100.00 

Miscellaneous    150.00 

Uncollected    Bills 100.00 


$3,610.00 

The  estimated  income  based  on  present  schedule  of  rates  is  $12,500.00. 

A  fair  return  of  7%  on  $91,146.35 $6,380.25 

Operating  expenses  estimated 3,610.00 

Taxes 740.00 

Depreciation 300.00 

Contingency   reserve 100.00 


$11,130.25 


It  is  thus  shown  on  these  assumptions  that  the  present  schedule  will 
produce  a  revenue  of  approximately  $1,350.00  in  excess  of  the  com- 
X>any's  requirements,  and  it  is  obvious  that  the  said  rates  are  excessive, 
unjust  and  unreasonable. 

Should  the  rates  be  reduced  to  the  previous  basis  on  a  minimum 
monthly  charge,  this  would  result  in  a  $3.00  less  revenue  on  each  of 
the  metered  and  unmetered  services,  which  totaled  773  on  December 
31st,  1918. 

Estimating  this  number  as  750,  the  reduction  would  approximate 
$2,250.00  per  annum,  or  yield  about  $900.00  less  than  required  by  the 
above  estimates. 

If  the  rate  of  return  was  established  on  a  6%  basis,  then  the  pre- 
vious schedule  would  provide  in  full  for  all  needs. 

The  present  schedule  having  been  in  effect  six  months,  it  is  readily 
determined  that  on  our  estimates  the  company  will  have  earned  over 
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$1,100.00  in  excess  of  the  amount  produced  by  the  previous  rate  cal- 
culated for  a  full  year. 

While  this  added  revenue  could  not  be  projected  into  other  years^ 
the  Commission  feels  economies  may  be  effected,  and  considering  the 
probable  rate  of  return  with  the  worth  of  the  service,  no  higher  ratea 
are  warranted  than  those  in  effect  January  1st,  1917,  and  in  its  order 
will  prescribe  such  rates  as  just  and  reasonable. 


ORDER  No.  6003 


In  the  Matter  of 
The  Complaint  of  the  Mayor  and  Coun- 

CILMEN  OF  LONACONING 


V8. 


The  Lonaconing  Water  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1616. 


This  case  being  at  issue  upon  complaint  and  answer  on  file  and 
having  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties  and  full  investi- 
gation of  the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  had  and  the 
Commission,  on  the  date  hereof,  having  rendered  and  filed  an  opinion 
containing  its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  therein,  which  said 
opinion  is  hereby  referred  to  and  made  part  hereof. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  19th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

flDttl^ttll»  (1)  That  the  fair  value  for  rate-making  purposes  of  the 
property  of  The  Lonaconing  Water  Company  on  December  Slst,  1918, 
was  Ninety-one  Thousand  One  Hundred  and  Forty-six  Dollars  and 
Thirty-five  Cents  ($91,146.35),  and  such  valuation  shall  be  and  become 
final,  unless  protest  against  the  same  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sion within  ten  (10)  days  from  the  date  of  this  order,  as  provided  by 
Section  30  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law. 

(2)  That  the  maximum  return  which  said  The  Lonaconing  Water 
Company  should  be  permitted  to  earn  upon  its  property  used  in  the 
public  service  is  seven  per  centum  (7%). 

(3)  That  the  rates  and  charges  prescribed  by  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
No.  3  of  said  The  Lonaconing  Water  Company  be  and  they  are  hereby 
declared  to  be  unjust  and  unreasonable,  and  said  The  Lonaconing 
Water  Company  is  hereby  directed  and  required  to  file  with  the  Com- 
mission and  make  effective  not  later  than  July  1st,  1919,  a  schedule 
prescribing  rates  and  charges  not  in  excess  of  those  charged  and  col- 
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lected  by  said  company  immediately  prior  to  January  Ist,  1919,  which 
rates  and  charges  are  hereby  found  to  be  just  and  reasonable,  and 
thereafter  charge  and  collect  such  rates  and  charges  until  January 
Ist,  1921,  unless  earlier  modified  or  changed  by  this  Commission  and 
thereafter  until  the  further  order  of  this  Commission  in  the  premises. 
(4)  That  a  copy  of  this  order  be  served  forthwith  upon  said  The 
Lonaconing  Water  Company,  and  that  said  company  within  ten  days 
from  the  date  of  the  service  of  such  copy  shall  advise  this  Conmiis- 
sion  in  writing  whether  or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by  the  same. 


ORDER  No.  5007 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement  Between  It  and  The 
United  States  Housing  Corporation, 
Dated  June  2nd,  1919,  for  the  Con- 
struction of  Certain  Pole  Lines  by  the 
Former  for  the  Latter  and  for  the 
Joint  Use  of  Said  Pole  Lines. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1690. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  twenty-third  day  of  June,  in  the  year 
1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

dDtilt1Xb>  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  5013 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  the  Director  Gen- 
eral OF  Railroads  Operating:  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland  for 
Authority  to  Operate  Bay  View  Sta- 
tion, Baltimore,  Maryland,  As  a  Non- 
Agency  Station. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1687. 


Whereas,  The  Director  Greneral  of  Railroads,  operating  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  in  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for 
authority  to  change  Bay  View  Station,  Baltimore,  Maryland,  from  an 
agency  freight  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  this  day  come  to  be  heard  after 
due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No. 
4994  passed  June  16th,  1919,  and  no  protests  thereto  having  been 
made  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  due 
hearing  that  the  maintenance  of  Bay  View  Station  as  an  agency 
freight  station  is  no  longer  reasonably  necessary  or  convenient  for  the 
public  service, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  24th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

flDtbttCtlt  That  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  operating  the 
Pennsylvania  Railroad  in  Maryland,  be  and  he  is  hereby  authorized 
and  permitted  to  change  Bay  View  Station,  Baltimore,  Maryland,  from 
an  agency  freight  station  to  a  non-agency  station,  effective  on  and 
after  July  1st,  1919. 


ORDER  No.  5014 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Official 
Classification,  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  Their 
Agent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  Supplement 
to  Official  Classification  No.  44,  P.  S. 
C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  571. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  25th  day  of  June,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 
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dDtlltttb>  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the  carriers  not 
under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
CoUyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  full  statutory  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  supplement  to  Official  Classification  No.  44^ 
P.  S.  C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44,  containing  the  new  forms  of  bills  of  lading 
prescribed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in  order  entered 
on  April  14th,  1919,  I.  C.  C.  Docket  No.  4844;  said  supplement  issued 
under  authority  hereof  to  depart  from  the  provisions  of  this  Commis-. 
sion's  Circular  No.  lOA  in  so  far  as  number  of  supplements  is  con- 
cerned, 

PBOvmED,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 

"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5014  of  date  June  26th, 
1919." 


ORDER  No.  5018 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Western  Maryland 
Railway  Company  for  Authority  to 
Issue  and  Deliver  $2,867,000.00  of  Its 
First  and  Refunding  Mortgage  Five 
Per  Cent.  Bonds,  Said  Bonds  to  Be 
Pledged  As  Security  for  a  Note  in  the 
Sum  of  $2,000,000.00,  Drawn  Payable 
on  Demand  to  the  Director  General 
OF  Railroads,  Bearing^  Interest  at  Six 
Per  Cent.  Per  Annum,  Payable  Quar- 
terly. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1689. 


Whereas,  Western  Maryland  Railway  Company  has  applied  to  this 
Commission  for  authority  to  issue  and  pledge  $2,867,000  face  value  of 
its  First  and  Refunding  Mortgage  Bonds,  as  collateral  security  for 
the  six  per  cent,  promissory  demand  note  of  the  Railway  Company  in 
the  face  amount  of  $2,000,000  in  favor  of  the  Director  General  of 
Railroads,  bearing  interest  at  six  per  cent,  per  annum,  payable  quar- 
terly; and 

Whereas,  This  application  coming  on  to  be  heard  after  due  notice 
published  in  compliance  with  Order  No.  6006  of  this  Commission 
passed  June  23rd,  1919,  and  the  Commission  being  of  opinion  and 
finding  after  hearing  that  the  issue  and  pledge  of  said  First  and 
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RefundinsT  Mortgage  Bonds,  as  collateral  security  for  said  demand 
note  of  $2,000,000  payable  to  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  is 
reasonably  required  lor  the  purposes  of  said  corporation,  to  wit:  the 
acquisition  of  property,  the  construction,  completion,  extension  or  im- 
provement of  its  facilities  or  for  the  improvement  or  maintenance  of 
its  service,  or  the  dischargee  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations: 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  27th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Gonunission  of  Maryland, 

flDtbfttb^  That  the  issue  and  pledge  by  the  applicant.  Western 
Maryland  Railway  Company,  of  $2,867,000  face  value  of  First  and 
Refunding  Mortgage  Bonds  of  the  Railway  Company,  as  collateral 
security  for  the  six  per  cent,  promissory  demand  note  of  the  Railway 
Company  in  the  face  amount  of  $2,000,000  in  favor  of  the  Director 
General  of  Railroads,  in  the  manner  and  upon  the  terms  set  forth  in 
said  application,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  authorized  and  approved 
for  any  one  or  more  of  the  specific  purposes  hereinbefore  recited,  but 
for  no  other  purposes. 


ORDER  No.  5019 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Baltimore  and 
Ohio  Railroad  Company  for  Author- 
ity to  Issue  $35,000,000  of  Ten- Year 
Six  Per  Cent.  Secured  Gold  Bonds. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1691. 


Whereas,  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company  has  filed  with 
this  Commission  an  application  from  which  it  appears  that  said  com- 
pany has  not  sold  any  of  the  $20,911,445.01  of  its  Refunding  and  Gen- 
eral Mortgage  Bonds,  Series  B,  the  issue  and  sale  or  pledge  of  which 
had  been  approved  by  the  previous  orders  of  the  Commission,  Numbers 
4095,  4372,  4656  and  4657,  and,  with  the  approval  of  the  Commission, 
on  July  1st,  1917,  the  company  has  issued  its  Five  Per  Cent.  Secured 
Gold  Notes  to  the  amount  of  $15,000,000,  of  which  $7,500,000,  Series  A, 
were  paid  on  July  1st,  1918,  and  $7,500,000,  Series  B,  mature  July  1st, 
1919,  and  said  company  has  from  time  to  time  borrowed  other  moneys 
for  expenditures  made  upon  its  railroads  and  property,  and  proposes, 
for  the  purpose  of  refunding  its  outstanding  obligations  and  for  its 
other  corporate  purposes,  to  issue  not  exceeding  $35,000,000  of  its 
Ten-Year  Six  Per  Cent.  Secured  Gold  Bonds;  to  be  dated  July  1st, 
1919;  to  be  payable  July  1st,  1929;  to  be  redeemable  on  any  interest 
date  at  a  premium  of  2^  per  cent.,  and  to  be  secured  by  the  pledge 
of  $15,000,000  of  its  Refunding  and  General  Mortgage  Bonds,  Series  B, 
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and  certain  stock  of  the  Reading  Company;  and  the  Commission^  after 
due  hearing,  being  of  opinion  that  the  use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured 
by  the  issue  of  such  bonds  is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of 
said  corporation; 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  30th  day  of  June,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtbttetif  That  the  issue  and  sale  by  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Rail- 
road Company  of  not  exceeding  $35,000,000  of  its  Ten- Year  Six  Per 
Cent.  Secured  Gold  Bonds,  to  be  dated  July  1st,  1919,  to  be  payable 
July  1st,  1929,  to  bear  interest  at  6%  per  annum,  and  to  be  redeem- 
able at  a  premium  of  2^%,  and  to  be  secured  by  the  pledge  of  $16,- 
000,000  of  its  Refunding  and  General  Mortgage  Bonds,  Series  B,  and 
120,000  Shares  Reading  Company  First  Preferred  Stock,  and  280,000 
Shares  Reading  Company  Second  Preferred  Stock,  and  184,000  Shares 
Reading  Company  Common  Stock,  or  such  other  amounts  of  the  sev- 
eral classes  of  said  stock  as  may  be  necessary  to  make  up  the  addir 
tional  collateral  security  required,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  approved. 


ORDER  No.  5031 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Western  Maryland 
RaILway  Company  for  Authority  to 
Execute  a  Mortgage  of  $60,000.00  to 
The  Evans  Marble  Company  of  Bal- 
timore Cfty  and  Issue  Four  Mortgage 
Notes  for  the  Sum  of  $15,000.00  Each, 
Bearing  Interest  at  Six  Per  Cent,  and 
Payable,  Respectively,  in  One,  Two, 
Three  and  Four  Years. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1692. 


Whereas,  Western  Maryland  Railway  Company  has  applied  to  this 
Commission  for  authority  to  execute  a  mortgage  for  $60,000.00  to  The 
Evans  Marble  Company  of  Baltimore  City  on  certain  water-front 
property  running  back  (in  part)  to  York  street,  in  the  City  of  Balti- 
more, recently  purchased  from  the  said  Evans  Marble  Company  by  the 
Railway  Company,  for  the  sum  of  Seventy-five  Thousand  Dollars 
($75,000.00),  and  also  to  issue  the  Railway  Company's  four  mortgage 
promissory  notes  for  Fifteen  Thousand  Dollars  ($15,000.00)  each, 
bearing  interest  at  six  per  cent,  and  payable  to  The  Evans  Marble 
Company  of  Baltimore  City  at  one,  two,  three  and  four  years  after 
date;  and 

Whereas,  This  application  coming  on  to  be  heard  after  due  notice 
published  in  compliance  with   Order  No.  5020  of  this  Commission, 
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passed  June  30th,  1919,  and  the  Commission  being  of  opinion  and 
finding  after  hearing  that  the  execution  of  said  mortgage  and  mort- 
gage notes  is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation, 
to  wit:  for  the  acquisition  of  property  and  for  the  extension,  mainte- 
nance or  improvement  of  the  Railway  Company's  facilities  and  service, 
and  for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  oblig^ations ; 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  3rd  day  of  July,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbttthf  That  the  execution  by  Western  Maryland  Railway  Com- 
pany of  a  mortgage  for  $60,000.00  to  The  Evans  Marble  Company  of 
Baltimore  City,  on  certain  water-front  property  running  back  (in 
part)  to  York  street,  in  the  City  of  Baltimore,  recently  purchased  by 
the  Railway  Company  from  The  Evans  Marble  Company,  and  the 
execution  by  the  Railway  Company  of  four  mortgage  notes  of 
$15,000.00  each,  bearing  interest  at  six  per  cent.,  payable  to  The 
Evans  Marble  Company  of  Baltimore  City  and  falling  due,  respect- 
ively, one,  two,  three  and  four  years  after  date,  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  authorized  and  approved  for  any  one  or  more  of  the  specific 
purposes  hereinbefore  recited,  but  for  no  other  purpose. 


ORDER  No.  6033 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  and  The  American 
Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company 
for  the  Approval  of  Agreement,  Dated 
April  17th,  1919,  for  the  Lease  by  the 
Former  to  the  Latter  of  a  Portion  of  a 
Lot  Located  on  the  East  Side  of  North 
Street  About  200  Feet  South  of  the 
South  Building  Line  of  High  Street, 
Elkton,  Cecil  County,  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1693. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  third  day  of  July,  in  the  year  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbttttif  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  6035 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  J.  O.  Larrimore  and 
Daniel  H.  Harrison  for  a  Permit  for 
the  Operation  of  a  Motor  Vehicle  for 
Public  Use. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1675. 


Whereas,  J.  O.  Larrimore  and  Daniel  H.  Harrison  having:  made 
application  for  a  permit  for  the  operation  of  a  motor  vehicle  for  public 
use  in  the  transportation  of  freight  between  Baltimore,  Maryland,  and 
Easton,  Maryland,  and  Tilghman's  Island,  Maryland,  via  Annapolis, 
Maryland,  and  Claiborne-Annapolis  Ferry,  Inc.,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  May  20th, 
1919,  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No.  4935  passed 
May  12th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commis- 
sion after  due  hearing  that  the  public  welfare  and  convenience  require 
the  granting  of  said^  permit,  ' 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  7th  day  of  July,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbttttf  That  the  application  of  J.  O.  Larrimore  and  Daniel  H. 
Harrison  in  this  case  exhibited  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby  granted 
and  that  the  permit  applied  for  be  issued  between  Baltimore,  Mary- 
land, and  Easton,  Maryland,  and  Tilghman's  Island,  Maryland,  via 
Annapolis,  Maryland,  and  Claibome-Annapolis  Ferry,  Inc., 

Provided,  That  said  J.  0.  Larrimore  and.  said  Daniel  H.  Harrison 
shall  not  transport  freight  locally  between  Baltimore,  Maryland,  and 
Annapolis,  Maryland,  and  intermediate  points. 


ORDER  No.  5036 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  Maryland  Electric 
Railways  Company  for  Permission 
Under  Section  15  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  Law  to  File  and  Publish 
on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice  Supple- 
ment No.  2  to  Petitioner's  Freight 
Tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  77. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  572. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  9th  day  of  July,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 
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HDtbltttlif  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  sriven.  The  Maryland 
Electric  Railways  Company  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to 
the  Commission  and  the  public,  Supplement  No.  2  to  petitioner's 
freight  tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  77,  reducing  the  demurrage  charge 
after  expiration  of  free  time  to  $2.00  per  car  per  day  for  first  four 
days  and  $6.00  per  car  per  day  thereafter. 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 

''Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5036  of  date  July  9th, 
1919." 


ORDER  No.  5087 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Maryland  Carriers 
Not  Under  Federal  Control  for  Per- 
mission Under  Section  15  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  Law  to  File  and 
Publish  on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice 
Tariffs  Reducing  Demurrage  Charges. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  ^N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  573. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  10th  day  of  July,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttttttf  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the  Maryland 
carriers  not  under  Federal  control  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's 
notice  to  the  Commission  and  the  public  tariffs  reducing  the  demurrage 
charge  after  expiration  of  free  time  to  $2.00  per  car  per  day  for  first 
four  days  and  $5.00  per  car  per  day  thereafter,  and  extending  the 
application  of  average  agreement  to  cars  held  for  loading. 

Provided,  Said  tariffs  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon  issuance  of 
this  order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law,  and  that  all 
copies  of  said  tariffs  shall  bear  the  following  notation : 


« 


Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5037  of  date  July  10th, 
1919." 
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ORDER  No.  5038 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Mayor  and  City  Cot7N- 
ciL  of  Havre  de  Grace 

Havre  db  Grace  Gas  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1585. 


The  Complainant  in  the  above  entitled  matter  by  letter  filed  October 
23rd»  1918,  having  admitted  satisfaction  of  the  same  and  stated  that 
hearing  therein  was  not  desired,  this  Commission  on  said  date  entered 
its  Order  No.  4515  dismissing  the  case,  and 

Whereas,  Upon  petition  of  the  Complainant  the  case  was  subse- 
quently reinstated  upon  the  docket  of  the  Commission  and  set  for 
hearing  at  the  office  of  the  Commission  on  July  11th,  1919,  and 

Whebeas,  The  Complainant,  by  William  A.  Leffler,  Mayor,  has  this 
day  filed  with  the  Commission  a  letter  asking  that  the  complaint  be 
withdrawn. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  10th  day  of  July,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iS)tbttibf  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby,  dismissed  without  prejudice. 


ORDER  No.  5039 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  and  The  Baltimore 
and  Ohio  Railroad  Company  for  the 
Approval  of  an  Agreement,  Dated 
April  22nd,  1919,  for  the  Sale  by  the 
Former  to  the  Latter  of  One  Pole  Lo- 
cated on  the  East  Side  of  Calhoun 
Street  About  150  Feet  from  South  of 
the  South  Curb  Line  of  Ramsay  Street, 
Baltimore,  Maryland. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1694. 
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It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  tenth  day  of  July,  in  the  year  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDttltttb^  That  the  consent  of  this  Conmiission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  g^iven  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDES  No.  5040 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Applictition  of  Washington  Sub- 
urban Sanitary  Commission  for  Au- 
thority to  Issue  $750,000.00  Par  Value 
of  Its  Fifty- Year  Five  Per  Cent. 
Bonds. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1686. 


Whereas,  Washington  Suburban  Sanitary  Commission,  a  body  cor- 
porate created  by  Chapter  122  of  the  Acts  of  the  General  Assembly  of 
Maryland,  Session  of  1918,  for  the  purpose  of  suppls^ng  water  and 
sewerage  facilities  for  the  territory  in  the  State  of  Maryland  imme- 
diately adjacent  to  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  for  the  regulation  of 
matters  relating  to  the  public  health  in  said  territory,  has  applied  to 
this  Commission  for  authority  to  issue  $750,000.00  face  amount  of 
bonds  of  the  said  Washington  Suburban  Sanitary  Commission,  said 
bonds  to  bear  interest  at  rate  of  Five  Per  Cent.  (5%)  per  annum, 
payable  semi-annually  and  to  mature  in  not  less  than  thirty  nor  more 
than  fifty  years  from  date  of  issuance,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  June  24th, 
1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's 
Order  No.  4992  passed  June  12th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and 
finding  of  the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  issue  of  said 
bonds  is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation  as 
set  forth  in  the  application  herein. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  10th  day  of  July,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

flDtbtttll>  !•  That  the  issue  and  sale  for  cash  at  not  less  than  par 
by  the  Washington  Suburban  Sanitary  Commission  of  its  Five  Per 
Cent  (5%)  30-50-year  bonds  to  the  face  amount  of  $750,000.00  is 
hereby  authorized  and  approved. 

2.  That  the  said  Washington  Suburban  Sanitary  Commission  shall 
make  reports  to  this  Commission,  duly  verified  by  affidavits,  as  follows: 

(a)  Upon  the  sale  for  cash  of  its  bonds,  authorized  and  approved  as 
aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  sale  or  sales,  the  terms 
and  conditions  thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom.. 

(b)  At  the  termination  of  each  and  every  period  of  six  months 
from  the  date  of  this  order,  the  disposition  and  use  made  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  said  bonds. 
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ORDER  No.  6043 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeaxb 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  op 
Baltimore  City  and  Consolidated 
Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  for  the  Approval 
of  an  Agreement  Dated  May  23rd, 
1919,  for  the  Sale  by  the  Former  to 
the  Latter  of  Nine  Poles  Located  on 
the  East  Side  of  16th  Street,  Between 
Foster  Avenue  and  O'Donnell  Street, 
Baltimore,  Maryland. 


J 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1695. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  fourteenth  day  of  July,'  in  the  year  1919, 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtllttrtl)  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  6044 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Consolidated  Gas 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
OF  Baltimore  and  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  A^eement  Dated  June  10th,  1919» 
for  the  Sale  by  the  Former  to  the  Lat- 
ter of  Two  Poles  on  South  Side  of 
Hafer  Street,  West  of  Garrison  Lane, 
in  Baltimore,  Maryland,  Under  the 
Terms  and  Provisions  of  Order  No. 
2964,  Entered  July  26th,  1916,  in  Case 
No.  1151. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1696. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  fourteenth  day  of  July,  in  the  year  1919, 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbtttt^f  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  5045 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Consolidated  Gas 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
OP  Baltimore  and  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement  for  the  Sale  by  the  For- 
mer to  the  Latter  of  One  Pole  Located 
on  the  East  Side  of  Whiteford  Avenue, 
129  Feet  North  of  the  Center  Line  of 
Frederick  Avenue  in  the  City  of  Balti- 
more, Maryland,  Under  the  Terms  and 
Provisions  of  Order  No.  2954,  Entered 
July  ^6th,  1916,  in  Case  No.  1151. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1697. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  fourteenth  day  of  July,  in  the  year  1919, 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

dDtb^tftl^  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  5046 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Notice  from  C.  Frank  Crane  That 
He  Will  Discontinue  the  Motor  Car 
Freight  Line  Operated  by  Him  Be- 
tween Baltimore  and  Prince  Frederick, 
Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1677. 


Whereas,  By  Order  No.  4942  of  this  Commission  entered  on  May 
15tfa,  1919,  the  above  entitled  matter  was  set  for  hearing  on  May  27th, 
1919,  provided  the  applicant  cause  a  copy  of  said  order  to  be  published 
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in  some  newspaper  published  in  Calvert  County,  Maryland,  at  least 
one  time  before  the  twenty-sixth  day  of  May,  1919,  and 

Whereas,  Said  C.  Frank  Crane  having  failed  to  appear  at  the  hear- 
ing aforesaid,  and  it  now  appearing  that  the  applicant  has  discon- 
tinued the  operation  of  the  motor  vehicle  freight  line  between  Balti- 
more, Maryland,  and  Prince  Frederick,  Maryland,  no  objection  to  or 
complaint  concerning  which  discontinuance  has  been  made  to  the  Com- 
mission, and  it  further  appearing  that  application  has  since  been  made 
to  this  Commission  by  another  party  for  a  permit  to  operate  motor 
vehicle  for  public  use  in  the  conveyance  of  freight  between  the  same 
points  formerly  served  by  said  C.  Frank  Crane, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  15th  day  of  July,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtifttif  That  the  applicant,  the  said  C.  Frank  Crane,  be  and  he  is 
hereby  authorized  to  abandon  and  discontinue  the  motor  vehicle  trans- 
portation service  between  Baltimore,  Maryland,  and  Prince  Frederick, 
Maryland,  the  Commission  having  determined  that  said  service  by  the 
applicant  is  no  longer  reasonably  necessary  or  convenient  for  the 
public  service. 


ORDER  No.  5050 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  and  Consolidated 
Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany for  the  Approval  of  an  Agree- 
ment, Dated  April  28th,  1919,  for  the 
Purchase  by  the  Former  and  the  Sale 
by  the  Latter  of  a  50%  Interest  in 
Twelve  Poles  Located  on  the  East  Side 
of  Maple  Avenue  South  of  Frederick 
Road,  District  No.  1,  Baltimore  County, 
Maryland,  Under  the  Terms  and  Pro- 
visions of  Order  No.  2954,  Entered 
July  26th,  1916,  in  Case  No.  1151  Be- 
fore This  Commission. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No  1698. 


> 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
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Goinxnission  having:  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  twenty-first  day  of  July,  in  the  year  1919, 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

l9Dtbtttil>  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agrree- 
ment,  or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  5061 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Dundalk  Water 
Company  for -an  Order  Permitting  and 
Approving  the  Exercise  of  Its  Fran- 
chises Under  the  Terms  and  Provisions 
of  Its  Certificate  of  Incorporation. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1700. 


Whereas,  The  Dundalk  Water  Company,  a  corporation  organized 
ander  the  lavrs  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commis- 
sion for  an  order  permitting  and  approving  the  exercise  of  the  fran- 
chises granted  it  under  its  certificate  of  incorporation,  certified  copy 
of  which  certificate  of  incorporation  is  filed  in  tiiese  proceedingrs,  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard  after 
due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No. 
6059  passed  July  28th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of 
the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  exercise  of  said  franchises 
is  necessary  and  convenient  for  the  public  service, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  30th  day  of  July,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

flDtHttttli  That  the  exercise  by  The  Dundalk  Water  Company  of  the 
jfranchises  granted  it  under  its  certificate  of  incorporation  be  and  the 
same  hereby  is  permitted  and  approved. 
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OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 


The  Complaint  of  the  Matob  and  Ck>M- 

MON   Ck>UNCIL  OF   WESTMINSTER 


V8. 


The  Consolidated  Pubuc  Utilitibb 
Company  of  WESTinNSTES. 


Before  the 


Public  Service  Co 
of  Maryland. 


on 


Cases  Nos.  1525  and  15iM). 


Appearances: 
Joseph  S.  GoLDSMrrn,  Esq.,  Assistant  General  Counsel  of  the 

Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland. 
Guy  W.  Steele,  Esq.,  Counsel  for  the  Complainant. 
F.  Neal  Parke,  Esq.,  of  Bond  &  Parke,  Counsel  for  Respondent 


By  the  Commission. 


Filed  July  31,  1919. 


On  September  1,  1917,  The  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Company 
of  Westminster  filed  with  this  Commission  its  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C. 
Md.  No.  2,  canceling:  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  1  of  that  company,  to 
become  effective  October  1,  1917.  The  effect  of  this  schedule  was  to 
increase  substantially  the  rates,  both  flat  and  metered,  charged  by  said 
company  for  the  supply  of  water  in  the  town  of  Westminster  and 
environs. 

On  September  29,  1917,  the  Mayor  and  Common  Council  of  West- 
minster filed  a  complaint  with  this  Commission  against  The  Consoli- 
dated Public  Utilities  Company  of  Westminster,  Case  No.  1410,  in 
which  the  Commission  was  asked  to  institute  proceedings  in  the  Circuit 
Court  for  Carroll  County  (in  which  county  Westminster  is  situated), 
to  have  enjoined  the  said  The  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Company 
of  Westminster  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  the  Consolidated  Com- 
pany), from  enforcing  the  rates  and  regulations  prescribed  by  said 
company's  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  2,  aforesaid,  on  the  ground  that 
these  rates  had  not  been  established  in  conformity  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  provisions  of  Chapter  341  of  the  Acts  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  Maryland,  Session  of  1910.  On  same  day,  after  full 
presentation  to  the  Commission  of  the  views  of  the  complainant,  by  its 
attonfty,  the  Commission  entered  its  Order  No.  3665  refusing  to  direct 
its  General  Counsel  to  institute  proceedings  as  prayed  for,  without 
prejudice,  however,  to  the  right  of  the  complainant  to  institute  and 
prosecute  any  other  action  or  proceeding  designed  to  bring  about  a 
redress  of  the  violation  of  its  alleged  rights  in  the  premises.  There- 
after the  Mayor  and  Common  Council  of  Westminster  filed  bill  of  com. 
plaint  in  the  Circuit  Court  for  Carroll  County,  in  which  case  the  Com- 
mission intervened,  praying  for  an  injunction  restraining  the  enforce- 
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ment  of  the  increased  rates.  The  controversy  has  since  been  decided 
by  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  Maryland  (132  Md.  874),  the  court  holding 
that  this  Commission  has  complete  and  exclusive  jurisdiction  over  the 
matter  of  the  rates  to  be  charged  by  the  Consolidated  Company  for 
water. 

On  June  4,  1918,  complaint  was  filed  by  the  Mayor  and  Common 
Council  of  Westminster  against  the  Consolidated  Company,  which, 
after  setting  forth  the  fact  of  the  filing  with  the  Commission  of  the 
increased  rates  which  became  effective  October  1, 1917,  and  subsequent 
litigation  with  respect  thereto,  alleges  that  said  rates  are  unjust  and 
unreasonable,  and  that  if  same  are  allowed  to  continue  in  effect  will 
yield  a  net  revenue  far  in  excess  of  a  reasonable  return  on  the  fair 
value  of  the  property  of  the  Consolidated  Company  required  to  supply 
the  municipality  of  Westminster  and  the  inhabitants  of  that  town 
with  water.  The  complainant  further  recites  that  there  is  a  duplica- 
tion of  water  plants  in  the  town  of  Westminster  and  that  either  of  the 
two  systems  is  of  sufficient  capacity  to  meet  adequately  the  require- 
ments of  the  town.  The  complainant  concludes  with  a  prayer  that 
the  Commission  investigate  the  matter  and  fix  fair  and  reasonable 
rates  to  be  paid  for  water  for  fire  protection  and  other  municipal  pur- 
I>oses  and  by  the  inhabitants  of  the  town  for  domestic  and  industrial 
xiBeB,  such  rates  to  be  based  upon  the  value  of  the  plant  reasonably 
required  to  supply  the  needs  of  the  town  and  its  inhabitants  with  pure 
water,  and  that  the  Commission  prescribe  just  and  reasonable  rules 
and  regulations  to  govern  the  furnishing  of  water  by  the  Consolidated 
Company.  On  June  13,  1918,  the  Consolidated  Company  filed  its 
answer  to  the  complaint,  aforesaid,  denying  the  material  allegations 
of  the  complaint. 

While  Case  No.  1625,  involving  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  which 
became  effective  on  October  1,  1917,  was  still  pending  upon  the  docket 
of  the  Commission  and  before  hearings  had  been  had  in  that  case,  the 
Consolidated  Company  on  August  31,  1918,  filed  with  the  Commission 
its  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  3,  canceling  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  2, 
to  become  effective  October  1,  1918,  the  effect  of  which  schedule  was 
to  increase  further  the  flat  rates  and  the  quarterly  minimum  charges 
for  metered  service  exacted  by  the  Consolidated  Company.  On  Sep- 
tember 30,  1918,  the  Mayor  and  Common  Council  of  Westminster,  a 
municipal  corporation,  and  Howard  Koontz,  its  mayor^  filed  a  com- 
plaint against  the  second  increase  in  rates,  in  which  it  %ks  the  Com- 
mission to  hear  and  dispose  of  the  entire  question  regarding  the  rates. 
to  be  charged  and  rules  to  be  enforced  by  the  Consolidated  Company 
in  one  proceeding.  In  due  course  the  Consolidated  Company  filed  with 
the  Commission  its  answer  to  the  second  complaint  denying  that  the 
rates  complained  of  are  unreasonable,  unfair  and  unjust  and  alleging 
that  the  changes  which  became  effective  October  1,  1918,  were  neces- 
sary in  order  to  enable  it  to  have  sufficient  revenue  with  which  to  meet 
the  current  operating  expenses  of  the  company. 
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At  the  time  complaint  in  Case  No.  1525  was  filed,  Osborne  I.  Yellott, 
Esq.,  then  Assistant  General  Counsel  to  the  Commission,  was,  upon 
petition  of  the  complainant,  assigned  by  the  Commission  to  represent 
and  assist  the  complainant  in  the  presentation  and  prosecution  of  its 
complaint.  Thereafter  Mr.  Yellott  resigrned  and  Joseph  S.  Goldsmith, 
Esq.,  was  appointed  to  fill  the  vacancy  caused  by  Mr.  Yellott's  resig- 
nation, Mr.  Goldsmith  taking  up  the  work  in  connection  with  this  pro- 
ceeding. The  matter  was  several  times  set  for  hearing,  but  was  post- 
poned from  time  to  time  to  meet  the  other  engagements  of  the  inter- 
ested parties  and  finally  came  on  for  hearing  on  January  21,  1919. 
Hearings  were  concluded  on  March  26,  1919,  having  occupied  in  all 
six  full  days.  April  9,  1919,  and  the  following  day  were  devoted  to 
argruments  of  the  several  counsel,  who  also  filed  briefs  with  the  Com- 
mission in  support  of  their  respective  contentions.  The  stenographic 
record  in  all  embraces  over  1,300  pages. 

CORPORATE  HISTORY 

The  Consolidated  Company  is  engaged  in  the  furnishing  of  water, 
electricity  and  gas  in  the  town  of  Westminster  and  the  adjacent  por- 
tions of  Carroll  County.  Westminster  is  an  incorporated  town  and 
its  population  is  shown  by  the  1910  census  as  8,295  persons,  but  the 
evidence  is  to  the  effect  that  the  present  population  of  the  territory 
served  by  the  respondent  company  is  approximately  4,000.  Water  is 
supplied  by  the  Consolidated  Company  at  both  flat  and  metered  rates, 
there  being  511  consumers  still  charged  at  flat  rates  while  there  are 
543  metered  supplies,  or  a  total  of  1,054  services. 

As  its  name  indicates,  the  Consolidated  Company  is  a  consolidation 
of  the  various  public  service  utilities  of  Westminster.  Westminster 
Gas  Light  Company  was  incorporated  by  Chapter  42  of  the  Acts  of 
the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland,  Session  of  1867.  The  Westmin- 
ster Water  Company  was  incorporated  under  an  Act  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  Maryland  on  May  18,  1883.  Carroll  County  Electric 
Light  and  Power  Company  was  formed  under  the  general  incorpora- 
tion laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland  on  May  29,  1894.  The  Citizens' 
Water  and  Power  Company  of  Westminster,  Carroll  County,  Maryland, 
was  incorporated  under  the  general  incorporation  laws  of  the  State 
of  Maryland  on  June  15,  1900. 

After  the  Citizens'  Company  started  operations  competition  between 
it  and  the  Westminster  Water  Company  became  very  keen.  A  Ireduc- 
tion  in  rates  made  by  one  company  was  met  by  still  further  reductions 
by  the  other  company,  which  system  of  counter-reductions  continued 
until  aggregate  reductions  in  rates  amounted  to  40  per  cent.  The 
Westminster  Water  Company  had  entered  into  a  contract  with  the 
City  of  Westminster  to  supply  it  with  water  for  fire  protection  and 
other  municipal  purposes  and  was  paid  by  the  municipality  from 
the  proceeds  of  an  annual  levy  of  5  cents  on  the  $100.00  of  the  taxable 
property  within  the  corporate  limits  of  Westminster.  After  the  forma- 
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tion  of  the  second  water  company  the  Mayor  and  Common  Council  of 
Westminster  endeavored  to  have  this  contract  rescinded  and  the  rig'hts 
of  the  muiidpality  to  terminate  the  contract  was  upheld  by  the  Court 
of  Appeals  of  Maryland  (98  Md.  551).  Thereafter  the  municipality 
entered  into  a  contract  with  the  Citizens'  Company  to  supply  West- 
minster with  water  for  all  municipal  purposes,  including  fire  protec- 
tion, at  the  rate  of  f  800.00  per  annum,  which  contract  started  on 
October  2,  1902,  and  terminated  October  2,  1917.  This  last  contract 
also  stipulated  the  rates  to  be  charged  private  consumers  by  the 
Citizens'  Company  during  the  period  of  the  contract,  the  rates  being 
fixed  as  those  which  were  established  as  a  result  of  the  active  com- 
petition between  that  company  and  the  Westminster  Water  Company. 
After  the  competition  between  the  rival  water  companies  had  con- 
tinued for  some  years  their  owners  determined  that  the  logical  solution 
of  the  problem  lay  in  a  consolidation  of  the  two  companies,  and  it  was 
thought  advisable  to  include  also  the  gas  and  electric  companies  in 
the  same  combination.  To  this  end  The  Public  Utilities  Company  of 
Westminster  was  in  corporated  on  September  28,  1908,  under  the  gen- 
eral incorporation  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  with  broad  corporate 
powers.  The  five  corporations  were  then  united  into  The  Consolidated 
Public  Utilities  Company  of  Westminster  by  agreement  of  consolida- 
tion dated  October  1,  1908,  with  an  authorized  capital  stock  of 
¥150,000.00,  consisting  of  15,000  shares  of  the  par  value  of  $10.00  each. 
The  capitalization  of  the  five  constituent  companies,  the  basis  for 
stock  exchange  and  the  bonded  indebtedness  of  these  companies  are 
shown  in  the  following  table: 

Par  Value  Stock  of 

Outstanding 
-^^        « si     «  Funded  Debt. 

•«  ^         o  ?  ^  o  ^  .         b 

o        o  -q:        ft*      ;§ 

Westminster  Gas  Lt.  Co $24,000  $24,000     

Westniinster  Water  Co 60,000  60,000  $46,000    4%     1932 

Carroll  County  Elec.  Lt.  and 

Power  Co 5,000  10,000  20,000    5%     1924 

Citizens'  Water  &  Power  Co.  40,000  42,000  40,000     4%     1940 

Public  Utaities  Co.  of  West- 
minster      50  50     


•  • 


Total $129,050    $136,050    $105,000     

In  addition  to  the  stock  of  $24,000  of  the  Consolidated  Company  the 
shareholders  of  the  Westminster  Gas  Light  Company  (which  had  been 
the  only  company  paying  dividends)  were  paid  $30,000.00  in  cash, 
obtained  by  the  sale  of  $30,000.00  of  5  per  cent  bonds  of  the  Consoli- 
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dated  Company.  These  bonds  mature  in  1938  and  are  a  first  lien  upon 
the  property  acquired  from  the  Westminster  Gas  Light  Company,  and 
a  second  lien  upon  the  properties  of  the  other  constituent  companies. 
Thereafter  the  Consolidated  Company  issued  and  sold  for  cash  at  par 
149  shares  of  its  stock,  obtaining  therefor  $1,490,  which  was  used  for 
the  purchase  of  electric  meters,  and  charged  to  the  capital  investment 
of  the  electric  plant*  No  securities  have  since  been  issued  or  sold  by 
the  Consolidated  Company,  so  that  the  total  amount  of  outstandings 
stock  is  $137,540.00  and  of  bonds  $135,000.00,  or  a  total  capitalization 
of  $272,540.00. 

By  the  terms  of  the  ag^reement  of  consolidation  the  accounts  receiv- 
able and  payable  did  not  pass  to  the  Consolidated  Company,  but  were 
received  and  discharged  by  the  several  constituent  companies.  It  haa 
not  been  possible  to  ascertain  the  actual  investment  of  the  constituent 
companies  in  the  property  acquired  by  the  Consolidated  Company,  as 
the  books  of  the  several  companies  were  not  turned  over  to  the  officers 
of  the  Consolidated  Company,  but  apparently  were  destroyed  some 
time  after  the  consolidation  was  effected.  However,  when  the  books 
of  the  Consolidated  Company  were  opened  on  October  1, 1908,  the  same 
showed  the  value  of  the  assets  acquired  by  it  from  the  two  water  com- 
panies  to  exceed  the  par  value  of  the  stock  issued  and  the  funded  debt 
assumed  by  it  upon  these  properties. 

THE  ISSUES  PRESENTED. 

The  complaints  and  pleadings  in  these  proceedings  present  to  the 
Commission  for  adjudication  several  issues,  which  are  all  more  or  less 
directly  related  to  the  primary  point  in  issue,  and  may  be  briefly  sum- 
marized under  the  following  heads : 

(a)  The  corporate  right  of  the  Consolidated  Company  to 
engage  in  the  business  of  supplying  water  beyond  the  limits 
of  the  town  of  Westminster. 

(b)  The  fair  value  of  the  property  used  and  useful  in  the 
public  service. 

(c)  The  rate  of  return  which  the  Consolidated  Company  is 
to  be  permitted  to  earn  upon  the  property  dedicated  to  the 
public  service  and  included  in  the  Commission's  valuation. 

(d)  The  reasonableness  of  the  rate  charged  by  the  Consoli- 
dated Company  for  electrical  energy  generated  by  its  electric 
plant  and  furnished  the  water  plant,  which  uses  it  for  pump- 
ing and  purification  purposes. 

(e)  The  reasonableness  of  the  rates  charged  by  the  Con- 
solidated Company  for  water  service. 
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The  complainant  has  urged  upon  the  Commission  that  there  is  an 
unnecessary  duplication  of  plant,  in  both  the  production  and  distribu- 
tion systems,  which  contention  must  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  valuation  proceedings. 

The  question  of  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  embraces  all  flat  and 
metered  rates  charged  for  water  for  municipal  and  private  uses, 
together  with  the  rules  and  regulations  of  the  Consolidated  Company 
governing  the  supply  of  water. 

BIGHT  TO  SUPPLY  WATER  OUTSIDE  OP  WESTMINSTER. 

An  examination  of  the  record  in  the  case  leads  to  the  inevitable  con- 
clusion that  there  is  no  merit  in  the  contention  that  the  action  of  the 
Consolidated  Company  in  supplying  water  beyond  the  corporate  limits 
of  Westminster  is  ultra  vires,  or  that  the  water  system  should  be 
divided  into  two  separate  parts,  one  Isring  inside  the  town  and  the 
other  beyond  the  town  limits,  and  the  value  of  the  property  and  earn- 
ings and  expenses  segregated  accordingly.  The  Commission  finds  noth- 
ing in  the  charters  of  any  of  the  companies  which  would  seem  to  limit 
the  activities  of  the  Consolidated  Company  to  the  town  of  Westminster 
proper,  but  on  the  contrary  finds  that  said  company  is  clearly  within 
its  corporate  rights  in  supplying  water  in  the  vicinity  of  Westminster. 
The  proposition  to  divide  arbitrarily  the  water  system  into  two  distinct 
plants  appears  equally  untenable.  The  evidence  is  to  the  effect  that 
Westminster  has  grown  beyond  its  corporate  limits,  and  that  service 
is  supplied  outside  of  the  town  limits  under  conditions  substantially 
similar  to  those  obtaining  within  the  town.  So  far  as  the  Commission 
is  advised  it  is  the  almost  universal  practice  and  custom  of  privately 
owned  utilities,  including  water  companies,  to  extend  their  mains  and 
services  besrond  the  actual  boundaries  of  the  particular  city,  town  or 
village  primarily  intended  to  be  served,  and  with  few,  if  any,  excep- 
tions  such  systems  have  been  and  are  treated  in  their  entirety. 

It  follows  that  in  considering  the  proper  valuation  to  be  placed  upon 
the  property  of  the  Consolidated  Company,  and  in  determining  just 
and  reasonable  rates  to  be  charged  for  the  supply  of  water,  the  Com- 
mission win  treat  the  water  property  of  said  company  as  a  whole,  and 
w^ill  not  undertake  to  divide  same  into  two  separate  and  distinct  units, 
one  within  and  the  other  without  the  corporate  limits. 

THE  VALUATION. 

The  Commission  in  this  case  is  concerned  with  establishing  rates 
which  shall  be  just  and  reasonable  to  the  public  and  to  the  utility. 
This  Commission  had  occasion  to  fully  consider  the  underlying  prin- 
ciples involved  in  a  case  of  this  kind  in  the  investigation  and  charges, 
property  and  affairs  of  The  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone  Com- 
pany of  Baltimore  City,  and  its  opinion  filed  therein  on  March  8,  1916, 
and  reported  in  P.  S.  C.  Md.  Reports,  Vol.  VII,  starting  at  page  143, 
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goes  into  the  whole  question  at  considerable  length.  As  set  forth  in 
that  opinion  and  in  the  authorities  therein  quoted  from,  the  object  of 
the  Commission  should  be  to  secure  adequate  service  to  the  public  at 
rates  which  will  be  fair  to  both  the  public  and  the  utility.  Also,  that 
the  basis  of  all  calculations  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  rates  to  be 
charged  by  the  utility  must  be  the  fair  value  of  the  property  used  by 
it  for  the  public  convenience,  as  the  utility  is  lawfully  entitled  to  a 
fair  return  upon  its  property  so  dedicated  to  the  public  service,  pro- 
vided that  such  fair  return  can  be  secured  by  charging  the  public  no 
more  than  what  the  services  rendered  are  reasonably  worth.  Counsel 
for  respondent  in  his  argument  attempted  to  show  that  the  courts, 
including  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  had  recently  de- 
parted from  their  earlier  decisions  in  which  the  aforesaid  limitation 
was  put  upon  the  absolute  right  of  the  utility  at  all  times  and  under 
all  conditions  to  earn  a  fair  return  upon  the  property  so  employed,  it 
being  contended  that  under  such  later  decisions  there  is  no  such  limi- 
tation upon  the  right  of  the  utility  to  earn  a  fair  return  upon  its 
property,  but  without  here  reviewing  at  length  the  authorities  cited 
by  counsel,  the  Commission  does  not  feel  that  they  should  be  construed 
as  in  conflict  with  the  proposition  above  set  forth. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Smyth  vs. 
Ames,  169  U.  S.  466,  has  also  laid  down  the  rule  that  in  ascertaining 
the  fair  value  of  the  property  used  in  the  public  service  it  is  proper 
to  consider  the  amount  actually  expended  in  original  construction  and 
permanent  improvements,  the  amount  and  market  value  of  its  out^ 
standing  stocks  and  bonds,  the  present  as  compared  with  the  original 
cost  of  construction,  the  probable  earning  capacity  under  the  particu- 
lar rates  ''prescribed  by  statute,"  and  the  sum  required  to  meet  oper- 
ating expenses.  That  is  to  say,  all  of  these  matters,  as  well  as  any 
others  which  may  be  pertinent  in  the  particular  case,  must  be  consid- 
ered in  determining  the  value  of  the  property,  and  each  given  such 
weight  as  may  be  just  and  right  in  that  case. 

The  Commission  instructed  its  Chief  Engineer  to  make  appraisals 
covering  the  prpperties  of  the  Consolidated  Company,  and  on  Septem- 
ber 25,  1918,  the  Chief  Engineer  submitted  a  report  containing  sum- 
maries of  the  separate  appraisals  of: 

Westminster  Water  Company. 
Citizens'  Water  and  Power  Company. 
New  water  supply  construction,  1918. 
Electrical  property. 
Gas  property. 

All  of  the  appraisals  were  made  as  of  August  31,  1918,  and  a 
detailed  inventory  with  unit  prices  used  was  furnished  on  October  5, 
1918. 

The  following  shows  the  appraised  value  as  of  August  81,  not  in- 
cluding land,  rights  of  way  and  working  capital : 
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« 

PRESENT  VALUE,  AUGUST  31, 1918,  EXCLUSIVE  OF  LAND,  RIGHTS 

OP  WAY  AND  WORKING  CAPITAL. 


fe  i  a  -S  g  '^ 

6  c  fti  Q  ft; 

Westminster  Water  Co..    $77,974  $10,104  $88,078  $29,997  $58,081 

Citizens'  Water  &  Power 

Company 63,185  8,138  71,323  14,432  56,891 

Consolidated  Public  Utili- 
ties Company. 41,088  5,347  46,435  157  46,278 

Totals,  water  properties.  $182,247  $23,589  $205,836  $44,586  $161,250 

Electric  '. . . .      65,700  8,736  74,436  19,991  54,445 

Gas 43,816  5,827  49,643  18,340  31,308 


Totals,  all  properties $291,763       $38,152     $329,915      $82,917    $246,998 

The  Chief  Engineer  6f  the  Commission  used  the  normal  pre-war 
prices  obtained  over  an  average  of  five  years  for  all  construction  prices 
to  1916.  The  normal  unit  prices  were  increased  by  20  per  cent,  in 
determining  the  cost  of  certain  electrical  construction  in  1916,  and 
70  per  cent,  in  appraising  the  work  done  in  1918  in  connection  with 
the  new  water  supply  at  Cranberry.  The  practice  of  using  normal 
prices  in  an  appraisal  of  properties  such  as  the  one  here  under  con- 
sideration has  ample  support  in  precedents  and  is  founded  in  justice. 
It  is  true  that  construction  at  the  present  time  can  be  accomplished 
only  at  the  abnormal  prices  now  obtaining,  but  the  major  portion  of 
the  plants  of  the  Consolidated  Company  was  built  under  normal  condi- 
tions and  at  normal  prices.  The  contract  prices  allowed  on  the  more 
recent  construction  have  been  increased,  as  before  stated,  so  as  to 
reflect  reasonably  the  actual  costs  experienced  in  such  construction. 
Just  when,  if  ever,  prices  wUl  reach  their  pre-war  levels  it  is,  of 
course,  impossible  to  foretell,  though  we  see  some  indications  from 
time  to  time  of  tendencies,  feeble  though  they  may  now  be,  in  this 
direction.  If  a  valuation  was  being  made  at  a  time  when,  due  to  a 
panic  or  some  other  financial  disaster,  prices  had  fallen  to  a  point  far 
below  normal  and  lower  than  the  intrinsic  value  of  the  particular 
materials  or  services,  we  do  not  feel  that  anyone  could  seriously  con- 
tend that  the  valuation  should  be  predicated  upon  the  depressed  prices 
then  in'evailing. 

To  the  contract  cost  there  has  been  added  overhead  expenses  of 
slightly  more  than  13  per  cent.  This  is  to  cover  organization,  general 
expenses,  engineering  and  interest.    It  was  assumed  by  the  eng^ineer 
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in  fLgvaing  upon  the  cost  of  reconstruction  that  the  plants  of  the  Con- 
solidated Company  were  to  be  constructed  in  the  period  of  one  year, 
and  these  overhead  expenses,  or  construction  overheads,  are  the 
expenses  that  are  encountered  in  such  work  of  construction,  based  upon 
the  work  beings  completed  in  that  period.  These  items  are  just  as 
real  an  expense  and  are  as  much  a  part  of  the  actual  cost  of  con- 
structing^ the  physical  property  as  are  the  labor  and  material  which 
go  to  make  up  the  contract  cost.  The  item  of  ''organization"  included 
under  construction  overheads  embraces  only  the  organization  necessary 
for  and  incident  to  the  construction  of  the  plant,  and  is  not  intended 
to  include  any  cost  encountered  in  the  organization  of  the  business  as 
such.  The  aggregate  of  the  percentage  allowances  in  this  case  for 
construction  overheads  is  fair  and  compares  favorably  with  similar 
allowances  made  by  the  Commission  in  other  cases.  In  the  Chesapeake 
and  Potomac  Telephone  case,  supra,  the  allowance  was  17.67  per  cent. 
Mr.  John  H.  Gregory,  a  consulting  engineer  and  sanitary  expert  who 
has  been  engaged  in  the  practice  of  his  profession  a  number  of  years, 
and  who  has  recently  accepted  the  chair  of  Sanitary  Engineering  at 
Johns  Hopkins  University,  was  employed  by  the  Commission  as  con- 
sulting engineer  in  the  instant  case.  Professor  Gregory,  in  his  report 
upon  the  valuation  of  the  water  plant  of  the  Consolidated  Company, 
comments  upon  the  failure  of  the  Commission's  engineer  to  make  any 
allowance  in  construction  overheads  for  omissions,  which  allowance,  he 
states,  might  properly  be  made  2  per  cent.,  and  criticises  the  allowance 
of  6  per  cent,  included  in  construction  overheads  for  engineering  as 
unduly  low,  suggesting  that  in  his  opinion  an  allowance  of  7  x>er  cent, 
would  be  proper  for  a  plant  of  the  size  of  this  one.  Bearing  in  mind 
the  conditions  under  which  this  plant  was  constructed  and  the  character 
of  the  records  available,  and  in  further  consideration  of  allowances 
hereinafter  made  for  certain  specific  omissions,  the  Commission  con- 
cludes that  the  aggregate  allowance  made  by  its  Chief  Engineer  for 
construction  overheads  is  reasonable,  and  will  not  further  increase  the 
same  to  the  extent  recommended  by  Professor  Gregory. 

The  allowances  made  by  the  Chief  Engineer  for  land,  rights  of  way 
and  working  capital,  and  the  total  valuation  including  these  items  are 
as  follows: 

^  6  O  ^  fej  CI5  ts      . 

Present   value...  $58,081  ?56,891  $46,278  $161,250  $54,445  $31,303  $246,998 
Land  and  rights 
of  way 1,438      1,897      8,500      11,835      1,382         613      13,830 

$59,519  $58,788  $54,778  $173,085  $55,827  $31,916  $260,828 

Working  capital 2,900      1,470      1,140        5,510 

«  ^^^^^^ 

$175,985  $57,297  $33,056  $266,338 
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Up  to  this  point  the  valuations  of  the  electric  and  gas  plants  have 
been  included,  but  as  the  Commission  is  not  in  these  proceedings 
directly  concerned  with  establishing  a  valuation  upon  the  properties 
of  the  Consolidated  Company  utilized  in  generating  and  distributing 
gas  and  electricity,  it  will  hereinafter  confine  itself  to  the  water 
plants.  Even  if  it  should  desire  at  this  time  and  in  these  proceedings 
to  determine  the  final  valuation  to  be  placed  upon  the  gas  and  electric 
plants  and  distributing  systems,  the  Commission  does  not  feel  that  the 
record  now  before  it  is  sufficient  for  such  purpose,  as  there  was  little 
direct  testimony  or  evidence,  other  than  the  Chief  Engineer's  reports, 
which  furnishes  any  basis  for  such  valuation. 

Working  capital  has  been  defined  by  the  Commission  as  follows: 

''Working  capital  is  the  amount  of  cash  and  supplies,  or 
other  available  assets  readily  convertible  into  cash  without 
pecuniary  sacrifice,  reasonably  necessary  to  be  kept  on  hand 
by  the  company  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  its  current  obligar 
tions  as  they  arise,  and  enabling  it  to  operate  economically 
and  efficiently.  It  should  be  taken  to  embrace  such  a  stock 
of  materials  and  supplies  as  is  reasonably  necessary  to  enable 
the  company  to  make  repairs  and  minor  replacements  charge- 
able to  operation  without  unreasonable  delay  or  expense,  and 
to  meet  operating  contingencies  and  emergencies  not  taken 
care  of  by  other  reserves  or  allowances,  and  generally  should 
be  a  sum  reasonably  sufficient  to  bridge  the  gap  between 
outlay  and  reimbursement.  It  should  be  determined  with  due 
regard  to  the  company's  Ordinary  outstandings,  both  payable 
and  receivable,  the  ordinary  condition  of  its  stock  or  supplies 
in  hand,  the  natural  and  ordinary  risks  of  its  business,  the 
condition  of  its  credit,  its  custom  in  the  purchase  of  supplies, 
and  as  to  carrying  its  account  with  banks  and  others,  whether 
at  interest  or  otherwise,  its  method  of  rendering  bills  for 
service  and  time  required  for  the  payment  thereof,  the 
character  and  nature  of  its  obligations  funded  and  unfunded, 
and  all  other  circumstances  bearing  upon  the  economical  and 
efficient  operation  of  the  business." 

The  allowance  of  $2,900.00  as  working  capital  for  the  water 
business  was  arrived  at  by  taking  four  months'  estimated  payroll, 
materials  and  supplies  costing  $1,500.00  and  $250.00  cash.  Considering 
the  basis  upon  which  the  business  of  the  respondent  is  conducted,  the 
Commission  finds  that  the  allowance  for  working  capital  is  reason- 
able and  in  keeping  with  allowances  ordinarily  made  by  the  Com- 
mission for  this  purpose. 

Professor  Gregory  reported  to  the  Commission  that  the  unit  prices 
applied  by  the  Commission's  engineer  to  the  quantities  given  in  the 
inventory  were  in  the  main  fair  and  reasonable,  but  he  points  out 
certain  specific  items  where  in  his  judgment  the  unit  prices  used 
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were  unduly  low.    The  particular  items  respecting  wkich  his  eriticisin 
was  directed  are  as  follows: 

Descnptton.  ,§:§         (£;-§  S's      'fei^l        ^? 

Glay  puddle 1,760  $1.00  $2.00  $1.00  $1,760.00 

Riprap..... '. . . .  370  1.00  2.00  1.00  870.00 

Rock  excavation 860  1.25  2.75  1.60  1,276.00 

Reinforced    concrete    filter 

work  97  20x1.7  25x1.7  8.50  825.00 

Sand  and  gravel  for  filters .  36  4.00  8.00  4.00  144.00 

Total  difference  in  contract  cost $4,374.00 

To  this  is  to  be  added  the  construction  overheads  of  13.3  per  cent., 
or  $582.00,  making  the  total  addition  to  reproduction  cost  new  $4^956.00. 
The  accrued  depreciation  to  be  deducted,  based  on  the  age  of  the 
several  items  and  the  annual  rate  of  depreciation  thereof,  is  $639.00, 
making  the  net  addition  to  the  Chief  Engineer's  appraisal  recom- 
mended by  Professor  Gregory  on  account  of  the  correction  in  unit  prices 
$4,317.00.  Professor  Gregory  also  recommended  that  two  wells  under 
the  clear  water  basin  at  Cranberry  Station  be  included,  and  gives  the 
contract  cost  as  $800.00,  based  upon  an  average  depth  of  100  feet 
and  the  contract  cost  thereof  $4.00  per  foot.  It  was  first  assumed 
that  these  wells  were  covered  up  by  th^  floor  of  the  clear  water  basin, 
but  it  subsequently  developed  that  the  wells  have  been  carried  up 
through  the  floor  and  capped  and  that  same  are  still  available  for  use. 
He  further  found  that  two  additional  wells  near  Cranberry  Station 
should  be  added  to  the  inventory,  and  assuming  the  same  average 
depth  and  contract  cost,  as  found  for  the  two  wells  above  mentioned, 
suggests  that  $800.00  might  properly  be  added  to  the  contract  cost, 
in  addition  to  which  should  be  added  $50.00  per  well  for  the  piping 
for  the  same,  or  a  total  addition  to  the  contract  cost  on  account  of 
these  wells  of  $900.00.  Adding  13.3  per  cent,  construction  overheads 
on  account  of  the  four  wells,  or  $226.00,  makes  the  total  addition  on 
this  account  to  reproduction  cost  new  $1,926.00.  The  accrued  depre- 
ciation is  found  to  be  28  per  cent.,  or  $539.00,  which  makes  the  net 
addition  to  the  appraisal  $1,387.00. 

It  has  also  been  recommended  by  Professor  Gregory  that  23 
acres  of  land  owned  by  the  Consolidated  Company  at  Routzahn's  Mill 
be  included  in  the  inventory,  in  addition  to  5  acres  included  by  the 
Commission's  engineer,  and  g^ives  the  value  thereof  as  $100.00  per 
acre,  or  a  total  increase  of  $2,300.00.  The  Consolidated  Company 
owns  28  acres  at  this  point,  on  part  of  which  is  located  the  wells  and 
pumping  station,  the  remaining  acreage  being  used  to  protect  the 
source  of  supply. 
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The  Commission's  engineer  agrees  that  the  unit  prices  used  by  him 
might  properly  be  increased  to  the  extent  indicated  by  Prof.  Gregory, 
and  the  additional  wells  at  Cranberry  Station  and  the  additional  land 
at  Routzahn's  Mill  included  in  the  appraisal. 

Subsequent  to  Professor  Gregory's  report,  and  after  the  case  was 
submitted,  two  members  of  the  Commission  made  a  personal  inspection 
of  the  plant  of  the  Consolidated  Company,  and  after  giving  due  con- 
sideration to  the  entire  matter  the  Commission  concluded  that  the 
23  acres  of  land  are  not  essential  to  protect  the  water  supply  of  the 
Consolidated  Company,  and  should  not  be  included  in  the  valuation. 
Nor  does  the  Commission  believe  that  the  unit  prices  for  the  clay 
puddle  and  rip  rap  used  in  the  construction  of  the  high  service  reser- 
voir should  be  increased  to  the  amount  suggested  by  Professor  Greg- 
ory, and  in  reaching  this  conclusion  the  Commission  has  been  largely 
influenced  by  the  lack  of  effectiveness  of  this  work,  it  being  shown 
of  record  that  the  seepage  from  the  reservoir  is  abnormally  high. 

The  Commission  is  convinced  that  the  unit  prices  recommended  by 
Professor  Gregory  for  the  rock  excavation,  reinforced  concrete  filter 
work  and  sand  and  gravel  for  filters  should  properly  be  used,  and  apply- 
ing these  unit  prices  has  the  effect  of  increasing  the  Chief  Engineer's 
appraisal  $2,543.00,  including  construction  overheads;  there  is  no 
depreciation  to  be  deducted,  as  these  items  were  all  used  in  the  1918 
construction.  The  Commission  likewise  agrees  that  the  allowance 
recommended  by  Professor  Gregory  for  additional  wells  should  be 
included. 

The  Chief  Engineer's  appraisal  of  the  depreciated  value  as  of  August 
31, 1918,  of  the  water  property  of  the  Consolidated  Company,  including 
land,  rights  of  way  and  working  capital,  was  $175,985.00,  which  figure 
is  subject  to  the  additions  hereinbefore  noted.    We  therefore  obtain: 

Chief  Engineer's  appraisal $175,985.00 

Correction  in  unit  prices 2,543.00 

Additional  wells 1,387.00 

Corrected  total  value  as  of  August  31,  1918 $179,915.00 

That  is  to  say,  it  would  cost  $210,305.00  to  reproduce  new  the  water 
plants  and  systems  of  the  Consolidated  Company  on  the  basis  of  pre- 
war prices  (except  for  such  portion  thereof  as  was  constructed  in 
1918,  upon  which  portion  the  construction  cost  was  based  upon  70  per 
cent,  above  normal  cost),  and  the  property  has  depreciated  by  reason 
of  age,  obsolescence  and  other  elements  of  depreciation  to  the  extent 
of  $45,125.00,  or  an  average  depreciation  of  21.5  per  cent.,  making  the 
net  value  as  of  August  31,  1918,  $165,180.00,  to  which  must  be  added 
$14,735.00,  being  the  value  of  land  and  rights  of  way  $11,835.00,  and 
$2,900.00  working  capital. 

The  respondent  introduced  in  evidence  a  number  of  deeds  covering 
water  diversion  rights,  rights  of  way,  etc.,  which  were  not  considered 
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by  the  Chief  Engineer  in  his  appraisal.  No  attempt  was  made  to^ 
establish  either  the  origrinal  cost  or  the  present  value  thereof,  and  as 
the  rights  conveyed  by  these  deeds  appear  to  be  of  a  very  indefinite 
nature  and  as  the  value  of  such  rights  at  the  present  time  is  a  matter 
of  conjecturoi  the  Commission  will  exclude  the  same  from  its  valuation 
of  the  property  of  the  Consolidated  Company. 

During  the  trial  of  this  case  it  was  urged  upon  the  Commission  by 
the  complainant  that  either  the  plant  of  the  Westminster  Water  Com- 
pany  or  the  plant  of  the  Citizens'  Water  and  Power  Company  would 
be  sufficient  in  itself  to  furnish  Westminster  with  a  safe  and  adequate 
supply  of  water.  The  Commission's  engineer  reported  that  one  of 
either  sets  of  mains  would  not  be  adequate  for  the  puriwse  and  that 
there  is  no  excess  of  capacity  beyond  what  reasonable  prudence  de- 
mands. The  supply  of  water  for  Westminster  was  originally  obtained 
from  wells  and  springs,  but  with  the  increasing  demands  upon  the 
company  these  sources  of  supply  were  found  to  be  inadequate,  and 
the  company  was  compelled  to  seek  a  further  source  of  supply.  This 
additional  source  of  supply  has  been  obtained  by  iitilizing  the  flow  of 
the  Luckabaugh  Stream,  and  during  the  past  year  a  purification  plant 
and  pumping  station  have  been  erected  at  Cranberry  Station  to  render 
the  surface  water  so  obtained  potable  for  human  consumption  and  to 
pump  the  same  to  the  company's  storage  reservoirs,  from  which  the 
water  is  supplied  by  gravity.  The  capacities  of  the  Beaver  Run  and 
Routzahn's  Mill  sources  of  supply  in  dry  weather  were  240,000  gallons 
per  day  and  180,000  gallons  per  day,  respectively,  or  a  total  of  420,000 
gallons  per  day,  though  the  company  has  not  always  been  able  to 
obtain  the  necessary  amount  of  water  from  the  stream,  due  to  the 
fact  that  sometimes  water  is  held  back  at  the  mill  above,  and  to 
correct  this  condition  the  company  contemplates  the  construction  of 
an  impounding  reservoir  above  the  pumping  plant.  The  average  daily 
output  of  the  filtration  plant  is  about  415,000  gallons,  of  which  approxi- 
mately 300,000  gallons  are  consumed  by  the  water  takers.  The  com- 
pany also  contemplates  installing  reserve  pumping  equipment  at  its 
Cranberry  plant  and  reserve  electrical  equipment  at  its  electrical  plant 
adjoining  the  water  plant  at  Cranberry  Station,  which  will  naturally 
necessitate  a  considerable  expenditure  of  additional  capital,  the  exact 
amount  of  which  does  not  appear  of  record.  When  the  additions  and 
the  improvements  at  Cranberry  Station  are  completed,  it  is  the  pur- 
pose of  the  company  to  abandon  the  Beaver  Run  and  Routzahn's  Mill 
sources  of  supply,  but  until  the  improvements  at  Cranberry  Station 
are  completed  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Consolidated  Company  to  hold 
these  supplies  in  reserve,  and  the  policy  of  so  doing  has  been  approved 
and  recommended  by  both  the  Commission's  engineer  and  Professor 
Gregory. 

The  complainant  expressed  itself  as  dissatisfied  with  the  appraisal 
of  the  Chief  Engineer,  and  with  his  conclusion  that  there  was  no 
unnecessary   duplication  in  the   sources   of  water  supply,   pumping 


Public  Sebvice  Commission  of  Maryland  223 

facilities  and  distribntion  system  of  the  Consolidated  Company,  and 
asked  the  Commission  to  employ  an  engineer  to  make  an  independent 
investigation  and  report  his  findings  to  the  Commission.  The  Com- 
mission was  at  first  reluctant  to  acquiesce  in  this  request,  due  to  both 
the  additional  expense  involved  by  such  emplo3nnent  and  its  faith  in 
the  ability  of  its  own  engineering  department  to  make  the  appraisal 
intelligently,  conscientiously  and  impartially  and  pass  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  duplication  of  facilities,  but  finally  concluded  that  the  better 
course  would  be  to  employ  a  special  engineer  to  review  the  situation, 
if  a  competent  man  could  be  secured  at  a  reasonable  compensation, 
and  was  forttmate  in  securing  the  services  of  Prof.  John  H.  Gregory. 
Professor  Gregory  made  a  personal  inspection  of  the  water  works  prop- 
erties of  the  Consolidated  Company  and  a  study  of  the  papers  in  the 
case,  and  reported  to  the  Conmiission  under  date  of  March  8,  1919, 
after  which  he  was  called  to  the  witness  stand  and  questioned  at 
some  length  by  counsel.  The  findings  and  recommendations  of  Pro- 
fessor Gregory  have  hereinbefore  been  referred  to,  and  might  be 
recapitulated  as  follows: 

1.  The  prices  used  by  the  Commission's  engineer  are  in 
the  main  fair  and  reasonable,  but  the  same  should  properly  be 
increased  in  the  case  of  several  items. 

2.  Certain  additional  land,  wells  and  water  rights  should  be 
added  to  the  inventory. 

3.  An  allowance  of  2  per  cent,  for  omissions  should  be  added 
to  contract  cost. 

4.  The  allowance  for  engineering  should  be  increased  from 
5  per  cent,  to  7  per  cent. 

5.  That  the  two  sets  of  distribution  mains  and  the  two 
storage  reservoirs  should  be  included. 

6.  That  the  Beaver  Run  and  Routzahn's  Mill  sources  of 
supply  should  be  included  until  such  time  as  the  contemplated 
additions  and  improvements  at  Cranberry  Station  are  com- 
pleted, when  they  should  be  retired  and  due  allowance  made 
for  the  additional  investment  at  Cranberry  Station. 

The  Commission  concludes  that  there  is  no  unnecessary  duplication 
of  water  facilities  at  Westminster  and  will  therefore  make  no  deduc- 
tion from  the  appraisal  on  this  account.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Com- 
mission finds  little  merit  in  the  contention  of  counsel  for  respondent 
that  something  over  $100,000.00  might  properly  be  added  to  the  cost 
of  plant  for  going  value,  which  amount  he  obtains  by  assuming  a  fair 
return  to  the  stockholders  of  the  water  companies  of  6  per  cent,  and 
applying  this  percentage  to  the  amount  of  outstanding  stock  each 
year  from  1900  to  1918,  inclusive,  during  none  of  which  years  the 
stockholders  received  any  dividend.  While  there  may  be  no  duplica- 
tion at  the  present  time,  the  Commission  cannot  be  unmindful  of  the 
conditions  and  circumstances  surrounding  the  formation  of  the  second 
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water  company,  as  testified  to  at  the  hearings,  and  the  almost  ruinous 
competition  which  developed  after  the  second  water  works  was  built. 
During  this  period  the  rates  were  forced  down  to  a  point  at  which 
the  service  was  probably  furnished  at  less  than  the  actual  cost  of 
furnishing  the  same  and  these  rates  were  inherited  by  the  Consolidated 
Company.  Nevertheless,  the  Commission  cannot  entirely  disregard  the 
question  of  going  value  even  though  it  does  not -agree  with  the  method 
proposed  by  the  respondent  for  determining  such  going  value.  As 
has  been  pointed  out  in  other  valuation  cases  heretofore  decided  by 
the  Commission,  there  is  no  fixed  standard  or  mathematical  formula 
which  can  be  followed  in  determining  the  going  value  of  a  utility,  and 
each  case  must  be  considered  in  the  light  of  the  facts  that  are  devel- 
oped in  the  particular  case.  The  evidence  in  this  case  shows  that  the 
organization  of  the  Citizens'  Company  and  the  resulting  competition 
between  the  two  companies  had  the  effect  of  increasing  the  number  of 
water  consumers  in  Westminster.  The  cost  of  attaching  business  is 
one  of  the  elements  which  must  be  considered  in  arriving  at  going 
value,  and  the  Commission  has  given  due  consideration  to  the  effect 
of  the  competition  between  the  rival  water  companies  in  Westminster 
with  respect  to  the  increase  in  the  number  of  water  users.  After 
mature  deliberation  the  Commission  finds  that  an  allowance  of  3  per 
cent,  upon  the  depreciated  value  of  the  property  of  the  respondent 
$177,015.00,  or  $5,310.00,  for  going  value  is  reasonable,  and  proper. 
This  added  to  the  valuation  of  $179,915.00  (which  figure  includes 
$2,900.00  working  capital)  brings  the  value  up  to  $185,225.00.  It 
might  be  noted  that  the  percentage  allowance  for  going  value  in  the 
present  case  is  the  same  as  that  made  by  the  Commission  in  valuation 
of  the  property  of  the  Baltimore  County  Water  and  Electric  Com- 
pany, the  Commission's  opinion  in  which  case  appears  in  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
Reports,  Vol.  VIII,  p.  182. 

It  has  been  found  impossible  to  ascertain  the  exact  actual  original 
cost  of  the  water  property  of  the  Consolidated  Company,  and  our  ex- 
perience in  this  case  is  not  an. exception  to  what  has  been  generally 
found  in  connection  with  the  valuation  of  other  utilities,  as  the  books 
and  records  of  such  companies  are  almost  universally  shown  to  be 
sadly  lacking  with  respect  to  such  information,  particularly  where  the 
utility  has  been  in  service  a  long  period  of  time.  There  is  evidence 
before  the  Commission,  however,  that  the  stocks  and  bonds  of  both  the 
Westminster  Water  Company  and  the  Citizens'  Company  were  sold  by 
the  respective  companies  for  cash  at  par,  and  that  the  stocks  of  the 
Consolidated  Company  given  in  exchange  at  the  time  of  the  consolida- 
tion were  not  in  excess  of  the  stockholders'  equity  in  the  plants  after 
making  allowance  for  the  outstanding  funded  debt.  The  amount  of 
stock  so  given  in  exchange  was  $102,000.00,  and  there  was  then  and  is 
now  an  agrg^regate  of  $85,000.00  of  bonds  which  are  a  first  lien  upon  the 
water  properties,  making  the  total  capitalization  $187,000.00. 

The  market  value  of  the  securities  of  the  respondent  company  in  this 
case  also  furnishes  little,  if  any,  basis  for  a  determination  of  the  fair 
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value  of  the  property  used  and  useful  in  the  public  service.  There  is 
no  clear  evidence  before  the  Commission  respecting  such  market' value, 
and  it  is  natural  that  the  company's  securities  should  reflect  in  their 
market  value  the  lack  of  ability  upon  the  part  of  the  utility  to  earn  a 
sufficient  return  upon  its  investment.  The  same  might  be  said  with 
respect  to  the  earning  value  of  the  property  as  an  element  to  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  the  establishment  of  a  fair  valuation.  If 
the  former  rates  were  unduly  low  and  inadequate  for  its  requirements, 
the  company  could  not  be  said  to  have  much  earning  value  under  such 
rates,  though  this  should  not  be  taken  as  conclusive  evidence  that  the 
company  would  not  have  an  earning  capacity  under  adequate  rates 
which  would  be  just  and  reasonable  to  the  company  and  its  patrons. 
The  question  of  the  amount  required  to  meet  the  respondent's  operating 
expenses  will  be  dealt  with  hereinafter. 

After  giving  due  consideration  to  all  of  the  elements  which  properly 
entered  into  a  consideration  of  the  fair  value  of  the  water  projperties 
of  The  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Company  of  Westminster,  and 
giving  such  weight  to  each  of  these  elements  as  seems  justified  under 
the  particular  circumstances  and  conditions  here  presented,  the  Com- 
mission concludes  that  such  value  as  of  August  31,  1918,  is  $185,000.00. 

THE  RATE  OF  RETURN. 

The  Commission  has  heretofore  given  much  consideration  to  the 
general  principles  which  are  to  govern  in  the  establishment  of  the 
rate  of  return  which  a  public  utility  is  to  be  permitted  to  earn  upon 
its  property  employed  in  the  public  service,  and  its  opinion  in  the  Tele- 
phone Case,  supra,  contains  a  discussion  upon  this  subject  at  some 
length. 

In  some  cases  this  Commission  has  i)ermitted  a  maximum  rate  of 
return  of  as  much  as  8  per  cent.,  while  in  others  the  permissible  rate 
of  return  has  been  made  7  per  cent,  and  in  still  others  6  per  cent.  In 
fixing  the  rate  of  return  in  a  particular  case  the  Commission  must 
take  into  account  all  of  the  facts  and  circumstances  surrounding  such 
case.  For  example,  in  the'  Telephone  Case  the  Commission  fixed  8  per 
cent,  as  the  maximum  rate  of  return,  and  in  arriving  at  this  figure  the 
Commission  took  into  account  the  character  of  the  business  conducted 
by  that  particular  utility  and  the  changing  conditions  under  which 
the  business  had  been  conducted.  Due  to  the  perfection  of  the  indus- 
try, new  methods  and  equipment  were  frequently  being  demanded,  and 
equipment  which  was  considered  the  last  word  today  might,  on  account 
of  some  revolutionary  invention,  be  obsolete  tomorrow,  and  such  possi- 
bUities  naturally  add  to  the  hazards  of  the  business  and  increase  the 
risk  attending  investment  in  the  securities  of  such  an  enterprise.  This 
element  probably  exists  to  a  more  or  less  degree  in  all  public  utility 
undertakings,  but  it  is  probably  safe  to  say  that  the  hazard  of  water 
companies  is  less  than  that  of  most  classes  of  utilities.     It  is  true  that 
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improvements  are  constantly  occurring  in  the  water  business,  as  in 
other  businesses,  but  such  changes  have  heretofore  been  gradual  and 
not  of  such  a  revolutionary  nature  as  to  require  the  scrapping  of  prop- 
erty which  had  theretofore  been  found  adequate  for  the  purpose.  This 
company  has  recently  been  called  upon  to  make  a  considerable  capital 
outlay  in  connection  with  its  supply  at  Cranberry  Station,  but  this  was 
caused,  not  by  any  startling  change  in  the  industry,  but  rather  by  the 
necessity  for  securing  further  sources  of  water  supply,  in  order  to  keep 
pace  with  the  increasing  demands  upon  the  utility.  If  it  had  been 
found  necessary  as  late  as  ten  years  ago  to  add  to  the  company's 
water  supply,  in  all  probability  additional  wells  would  have  been  sunk, 
or  more  running  springs  sought.  The  evolution  of  the  industry  has 
made  it  possible  to  utilize  surface  water,  no  matter  how  contaminated^ 
and  render  same  sterile  and  fit  for  human  consumption,  and  the  com- 
pany therefore,  instead  of  attempting  to  augment  its  water  supply  by 
means  of  additional  wells  and  springes,  has  sought  and  obtained  a 
source  of  supply  which,  after  the  further  capital  outlay  hereinbefore 
referred  to,  bids  fair  to  prove  adequate  for  many  years  to  come. 

It  is  interesting  to  compare  the  investment  per  consumer  of  the 
Consolidated  Company  with  that  of  other  water  companies  in  Mary- 
land, and  the  following  table  makes  this  possible.  The  information 
therein  contained  was  prepared  by  the  Commission's  Chief  Engineer 
several  years  ago  for  use  in  connection  with  a  matter  then  pending 
before  the  Commission,  and  the  investment  of  the  several  companies 
shown  in  the  table  was  arrived  at  by  taking  the  total  capitalization  of 
each  company,  which  is  divided  by  the  number  of  customers  at  that 
time  in  order  to  determine  the  investment  per  customer. 

Number  Investment 

of  per 
Conaumere.    Consumer. 

Cambridge  Water  Company 1,439  $30.54 

Annapolis  Water*  Company 2,000  64.11 

Easton  Water  Company ;.         630  87.14 

Frostburg  Water  Company 145  1G3.45 

Midland  Elk-Lick  Water  Company 340  132.13 

Baltimore  County  Water  and  Electric  Co 8,308  *     175.83 

Suburban  Water  Company 1,040  179.24 

Washington  County  Water  Company 4,120  206.54 

Lonaconing  Water  Company 600  209.92 

Bel  Air  Water  and  Light  Company 399  212.80 

Havre  de  Grace  Water  Company 580  215.52 

Roland  Park  Water  Company 866  227.55 

Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Company 1,054  '177.42 

Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Company 1,054  tl66.03 


*  On  basis  of  capitalization. 

t  On  basis  of  Commission's  valuation. 
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It  wfll  be  seen  that  the  investment  of  the  Consolidated  Company 
per  consumer  is  not  unduly  high,  though  there  are  a  number  of  com- 
panies which  have  a  lower  per  consumer  investment.  The  investment 
per  consumer  is  naturally  a  matter  of  importance  to  the  individual 
water  taker,  as  the  return  upon  such  investment  becomes  a  fixed 
charge  which  he  is  compelled  to  meet,  and  which  return  represents  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  total  charge  which  he  is  required  to  pay 
for  water.  At  the  same  time,  the  investment  per  consumer  cannot  be 
taken  as  absolutely  and  entirely  controlling  the  aggregate  charge  to 
the  consumer,  as  it  not  infrequently  happens  that  by  increasing  the 
capital  investment  the  operating  expenses  may  be  greatly  reduced. 
Thus  a  company  supply  water  by  gravity  may  have  a  comparatively 
high  investment  per  consumer,  which  will  be  more  than  offset  by 
lower  operating  costs. 

The  Commission  finds  nothing  in  this  case  which  would  indicate 
that,  due  to  the  hazard  of  the  business,  the  particular  effxiency  of  the 
plant  and  its  management,  or  any  other  consideration,  a  rate  of  return 
in  excess  of  that  allowed  by  the  Commission  in  other  water  utility 
cases,  i.  e.,  the  Baltimore  County  Water  Company  case,  supra,  and 
the  Lonaconing  Water  Company,  Case  No.  1616,  decided  by  the  Com- 
mission on  June  19,  1919,  and  the  Commission  accordingly  fixes  7 
per  cent,  per  annum  as  the  maximum  rate  of  return  which  The  Con- 
solidated Public  Utilities  Company  of  Westminster  will  be  permitted 
to  earn  upon  the  fair  value  of  its  water  property  as  hereinbefore 
•determined  by  the  Commission. 

The  Commission's  opinion  in  the  Telephone  Case,  supra,  contains  the 
following: 

"But  by  this  conclusion  we  are  not  to  be  taken  as  deter- 
mining that  the  respondent  company  is  to  be  permitted  to 
raise  its  existing  rates  to  the  point  at  which  they  will  yield 
an  8  per  cent,  return  upon  its  investment.  We  simply  deter- 
mine that  as  long  as  the  company's  earnings  under  its  pub- 
lished schedules,  taken  as  a  whole,  do  not  yield  a  return  upon 
the  fair  value  of  its  entire  property  in  this  State  in  excess  of 
8  per  cent.,  said  schedules  as  a  whole  will  not  be  reduced.  As 
hereinbefore  stated,  under  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  of  this  State  by  which  our  powers  are  governed,  we  must 
reserve,  and  could  not  surrender  if  we  would,  the  power  at 
any  time  to  reduce  any  specific  charges  for  service  which 
subject  any  particular  person  or  locality  to  any  unfair  preju- 
dice or  disadvantage,  or  which  are  in  any  other  respect  unfair, 
unreasonable  or  discriminatory." 

Except  in  so  far  as  the  amount  of  the  rate  of  return  is  concerned, 
this  statement  is  equally  applicable  to  the  company  here  under  investi- 
gation, subject  to  the  qualifications  hereinafter  contained  respecting 
specific  rates. 
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RATE  PAID  FOR  ELECTRICAL  ENERGY 

Under  date  of  February  13,  1919,  the  Assistant  General  Counsel 
of  the  Commission  requested  that  Professor  Gregory  be  further  em- 
ployed to  report  to  the  Commission  upon  the  following  points: 

1.  As  to  the  lowest  rate  at  which  water  can  be  furnished  a 
large  consumer  without  loss  to  the  Consolidated  Company. 

2.  As  to  whether  or  not  a  charge  of  two  and  three-quarters 
cents  (2%)  i)er  k.w.h.  for  electrical  energy  made  by  the 
electric  plant  of  the  Consolidated  Company  to  the  water  plant 
yields  a  profit  to  the  electric  plant,  and  if  so,  the  amount 
thereof. 

The  proposition  was  submitted  to  Professor  Greg:ory,  who  advised 
the  Commission  that  he  would  be  unable  to  accept  the  employment,  and 
the  query  was  thereupon  referred  to  the  Chief  Engineer  of  the  Com- 
mission with  instructions  to  investigate  and  report  his  findings  to  the 
Commission.  Report  upon  both  points  presented  by  Mr.  Goldsmith 
was  rendered  on  March  8,  1919,  but  we  will  at  this  point  consider 
only  the  question  of  the  reasonableness  of  the  rate  charged  for  elec- 
trical energy. 

In  the  quarter  ended  December  31,  1918,  the  electric  plant  of  the  Con- 
solidated Company  generated  178,453  kilowatt  hours  of  electrical  en- 
ergy, of  which  amount  166,472  k.w.h.  were  sold,  104,720  k.w.h.  going  to 
the  water  plant  and  used  by  it  for  pumping  and  for  the  operation 
of  its  ultra  violet  rays  water  purification  system.  The  water  plant  at 
Cranberry  Station  adjoins  the  electric  plant,  and  as  the  current  is 
delivered  to  the  water  company  at  the  tension  at  which  it  is  generated 
and  is  measured  through  meter  located  on  the  electric  switchboard 
there  is  no  loss  to  the  electrical  company  through  distribution  or 
transforming.  Of  the  remaining  73,733  k.w.h.  generated  during  the 
quarter  above  referred  to,  11,981  k.w.h.  were  so  lost  through  distribu- 
tion, transforming,  meters,  etc.    Reduced  to  tabular  form,  this  is: 

k,w.h. 

Sold  to  water  plant 104,720 

Sold  to  other  users 61,752 

Total  sold 166,472 

Lost  in  transforming,  etc 11^981 

Total  generated 178,453 

The  Commission's  engineer  found  that  under  the  conditions  existing 
at  the  time  of  his  report  the  cost  of  the  electrical  energy  supplied 
the  water  plant  was  2  cents  per  k.w.h,,  and  that  consequently  the  rate 
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of  2%  cents  at  which  the  water  plant  is  billed  represents  a  profit  of 
%  of  a  cent  per  k.w.h.,  but  points  out  that  further  additions  to  the 
capital  investment  will  be  required,  which  will  increase  the  cost  of 
the  service,  and  that  as  this  report  covers  the  operation  of  new  plant 
in  a  single  quarter,  in  which  the  maintenance  charges  were  very  low, 
a  substantial  increase  in  maintenance  charges  may  be  expected  as  the 
plant  grows  older. 

Undoubtedly  the  water  plant  is  a  valuable  customer  of  the  electric 
plant,  and  should  be  accorded  as  low  a  rate  as  possible,  due  regard, 
being  had  to  the  respective  interests  of  the  patrons  of  the  water  and 
electric  plants.  That  the  service  should  be  furnished  at  not  less  than 
the  actual  cost  goes  without  saying,  and  it  may  be  said  to  be  equally 
true  that  the  water  plant  should  pay  a  rate  sufficient  to  pay  not  only 
the  bare  costs  of  operation,  but  including  a  reasonable  return  upon  the 
investment  of  the  electric  plant  as  well. 

The  profit  obtained  from  the  rate  of  2%  cents  per  k.w.h.  does  not 
appear  excessive,  and  bearing  in  mind  the  admonition  of  the  Chief 
Engineer  regarding  probable  further  increases  in  both  the  capital 
investment  of  the  electric  plant  and  operating  expense  thereof,  the- 
Commission  will  not  order  a  reduction  in  the  rate  charged  for  elec-- 
trical  energy. 

Any  substantial  diminution  of  the  revenues  of  the  electric  plant  by 
reason  of  a  reduction  of  the  rate  charged  the  water  plant  would 
likely  result  in  an  effort  upon  the  part  of  the  electric  plant  to  recoup 
such  loss  in  revenue  from  its  other  customers,  and  while  such  a 
possibility  should  not  in  itself  deter  the  Commission  from  requiring 
the  electric  plant  to  reduce  the  rate  at  which  it  furnishes  current  to 
the  water  works,  the  Commission  is  convinced  that  no  injustice  will' 
be  done  by  permitting  the  rate  to  remain  as  at  present. 


RATES  CHARGED  WATER  CONSUMERS 

This  brings  us  to  a  consideration  of  the  final  point,  which  is  the 
reasonableness  of  the  rates  charged  by  the  Consolidated  Company  for 
water  service,  and  all  that  has  gone  before  has  direct  bearing  upon 
this  final  point,  which  is  the  real  issue  in  controversy  in  the  present 
proceedings. 

The  following  compilations  show  the  metered  and  flat  rates  in  effect 
prior  to  October  1,  1917,  the  rates  charged  at  the  present  time,  and 
the  increases  effected  by  the  several  schedules.  The  only  change  in 
connection  with  metered  rates  made  by  the  schedule  which  became 
effective  October  1,  1918,  was  to  further  increase  the  quarterly  mini- 
mum charges  as  shown. 


I 

I     f 
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Consolidated  public  utilities  company  op 

westminster 

metered  rates 

Prior  to  October  1,  1917 

Less  than  100  gallons  per  day 36c.  per  1,000  gallons 

Between    100  and  300  "  "      « 28c.  «*  «  . « 

**          300    "     600  "  "      " 20c.  "  *'  " 

"          500    "  1,000  "  "      " 16c.  «  «« 

**       1,000    **  2,000  «  "      ** 14%c.  "  "  " 

"       2,000    "  3,000  "  **      " 13c.  "  "  " 

«       3,000    "  5,000  •*  "      " 12c.  "  "  " 

"       6,000    "  over  «  "      ** 9%c.  " 

Minimum  not  less  than  $2.00  per  quarter. 


Effective  October  1,  1917 

1st       15,000  gallons  or  less  (per  quarter) 40c.  per  1,000  gallons 

2nd       15,000       "       "     "  "  30c.  "       " 

8rd       15,000       "       "     "  «  25c.  "       " 

4th       15,000       «       "     "  "  20c.  "       « 

6th       16,000       "       "     "  "  18c. 

2nd       75,000       «       "     "  *'  16c.  « 

2nd     150,000       "       "     "  "  15c.  "       " 

2nd     800,000       "       "     «  "  14c.  " 

8rd     300.000       "       "     "  «  13c.  "       " 


«  U  it 

« 

it 


4th     300,000       "       "     "  "  12c.   " 

6th     300,000       ^'       «     "  "  lie.   " 

2nd  1,500,000       "       «     "  «  10c.   " 


«  « 

it  4( 

((  « 


MINIMUM  CHARGE  PER  QUARTER 

Effective 


%"  meter, 

1  " 

1%" 

2  " 
8    '' 


10/1/17 

10/1/18 

$2.00 

$3.50 

3.26 

4.50 

5.00 

7.50 

8.50 

12.00 

12.50 

15.00 

25.00 

30.00 
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COMPARISON  OF  CHARGES  UNDER  METERED  RATES,  OLD 
AND  PRESENT,  FOR  SPECIFIED  QUARTERLY 

CONSUMPTION  ' 


Canmmption  Charge 

(GnUona)  Old  Present 

5,000 $2.00Mm.        $3.50Mm. 

6,000 2.16  8.50 

8,000 2.88  3.60 

10,000 8.52  4.00 

15,000 4.92  6.00 

20,000 6.32  7.50 

25,000 7.72  9.00 

30,000 8.88  10.50 

35,000 9.88  12.00 

40,000 10.88  13.50 

50,000 12.68  15.25 

60,000 14.28  17.25 

75,000 16.68  19.95 

100,000 20.53  23.95 

150,000 27.78  31.95 

200,000 34.73  39.45 

250,000 41.23  46.95 

300,000 47.43  54.45 

400,000 59.43  68.45 

600,000 70.18  82.45 

600,000 79.68  96.45 

700,000 89.18  109.45 

800,000 98.68  122.45 

900,000 108.18  135.45 

1,000,000 117.68  147.45 

1^200,000 136.68  171.45 

1,600,000 165.18  204.45 

3,000,000 307.68  354.45 


Inerecaes 

Amount  Per  Cent. 

¥1.50 

75 

1.34 

62 

.62 

22 

.48 

14 

1.08 

22 

1.18 

19 

1.28 

17 

1.62 

18 

2.12 

21 

2.62 

24 

2.57 

20 

2.97 

21 

3.27 

20 

3.42 

17 

4.17 

15 

4.72 

14 

5.72 

14 

7.02 

15 

9.02 

15 

12.27 

17 

16.77 

21 

20.27 

23 

23.77 

24 

27.27 

25 

29.77 

25 

34.77 

25 

39.27 

24 

46.77 

15 
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The  Commission's  Auditor  has  prepared  a  statement  showing:  the 
operating  revenue  and  expenses  of  the  combined  water  companies  for 
the  years  ended  June  30,  1916,  1917  and  1918,  and  for  the  year  ended 
September  30,  1918,  as  follows: 

Sept.  30, 
1916         1917         1918        1918 

^Operating  revenue $12,390    $12,051     $15,580    $17,049 

Operating  expenses,  etc 10,713      11,144      15,417      17,550 

Net  revenue $1,677         $907         $163         t501 


*Does  not  include  any  revenue  for  fire  protection   service  from 
October  1,  1917,  to  September  30,  1918. 
t  Denotes  deficit. 

The  year  ended  June  30,  1918,  includes  three-quarters  during  which 
the  first  increased  rates  were  in  effect,  and  such  rates  were  in  effect 
throughout  the  year  ended  September  30,  1918,  during  which  period 
there  was  also  non-operating  revenue  of  $310.00. 

There  are  467  water  users  charged  at  fiat  rates,  the  single  fixture, 
rate  for  which  service  was  increased  from  $2.00  per  quarter  to  $3.50 
per  quarter  on  October  1,  1918,  an  increase  of  $6.00  per  annum,  and 
applying  this  increase  to  the  number  of  fiat  rate  services,  467,  it  is 
found  that  the  probable  revenue  from  such  services  during  the  year 
ending  September  30,  1919,  will  exceed  the  revenue  from  such  services 
during  the  preceding  year  by  $2,802.00.  Estimate  has  also  been  pre- 
pared by  the  Auditor  showing  an  increase  of  $2,691.00  in  gross  revenue 
from  metered  consumers  under  present  rates  during  the  calendar  year 
1919.  Applying  this  same  increase  to  the  year  ending  September  30, 
1919,  we  obtain: 

1918  operating  revenue $17,049.00 

Estimated  increase,  flat  rates 2,802.00 

Estimated  increase,  metered  rates 2,691.00 

Total $22,542.00 

Non-operating  revenue 310.00 

Total   $22,852.00 

That  is  to  say,  under  the  present  effective  rates  of  the  Consolidated 
Company  the  revenue  which  it  will  receive  from  its  private  water 
consumers  during  the  year  which  ends  on  September  30  next  is  esti- 
mated to  be  $22,542.00,  in  addition  to  which  it  will  receive  non-operat- 
ing revenue  of  $310.00  (assuming  the  same  non-operating  revenue  as 
in  the  previous  year),  making  a  total  of  $22,852.00  exclusive  of  the 
revenue  which  it  will  receive  from  the  town  for  fire  protection  service. 


PuBuc  Service  Commission  of  Maryland  235 

The  total  operating  expenses  in  the  quarter  ended  September  30, 
1918,  were  $3,805.69,  as  against  $2,653.73  in  the  corresponding  period 
of  the  preceding  ytor,  an  increase  of  $1,151.96.  The  major  portion  of 
this  increase  is  due  to  increases  in  pumping  expense,  which  item 
increased  from  $1,862.88  to  $2,802.09,  or  an  increase  of  $939.21.  The 
operating  exi>enses  in  quarter  ended  December  31, 1918,  were  $5,351.03, 
as  against  $3,691.16  in  same  quarter  of  previous  year,  an  increase  of 
^1,659.87.  A  large  portion  of  this  ii^crease  is  likewise  attributable  to 
greater  cost  of  pumping,  which  increased  from  $2,646.22  to  $3,492.98, 
an  increase  of  $846.76.  There  is  also  an  item  of  expense,  i.  e.,  purifica- 
tion expenses,  which  was  not  encountered  in  1917,  and  which  was 
$608.36  in  the  last  quarter  of  the  calendar  year  1918. 

As  before  stated,  prior  to  August  25,  1918,  the  Consolidated  Com- 
pany obtained  its  water  from  wells  and  running  springs,  and  pumped 
it  to  storage  reservoirs  by  steam  power.  Finding  that  these  sources 
of  supply  were  not  adequate  to  meet  the  increasing  demands  for  water 
it  took  the  question  up  with  the  State  Board  of  Health,  and  after 
investigation  it  was  decided  to  utilize  the  water  in  the  Luckabaujj^h 
stream.  The  State  Board  of  Health  very  properly  insisted  that  this 
water  be  purified  before  being  supplied  to  the  town,  inasmuch  as 
same  is  not  fit  for  human  consumption  in  its  raw  state,  and  recom- 
mended that  the  water  be  first  given  a  treatment  of  chlorine  and  then 
subjected  to  ultra  violet  rays,  and  this  suggestion  was  adopted  by  the 
Consolidated  Company  and  a  modem  filtration  and  pumping  plant 
established  at  Cranberry  Station,  the  plant  being  put  into  operation 
on  August  25th  last.  In  addition  to  the  item  of  $608.36  purification 
expenses  before  referred  to,  which  includes  the  cost  of  chemicals  and 
supplies,  a  considerable  amount  of  electrical  energy  is  used  in  the 
operation  of  the  ultra  violet  rays,  but  as  the  current  so  used  is  not 
separately  metered,  and  as  it  has  not  been  possible  to  estimate  with 
any  degree  of  accuracy  the  amount  of  energy  so  consumed,  it  is 
included  with  the  energy  used  for  pumping,  and  so  charged. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  the  Commission  has  before  it  the  operating 
expenses  under  the  new  conditions  for  but  one  full  quarter.  The 
expenses  of  operating  the  old  steam  plants  cannot  be  taken  as  indi- 
cating the  probable  cost  of  operation  under  the  present  conditions. 
Nevertheless,  the  Commission  believes  that  it  would  not  be  justified 
in  taking  the  full  operating  expenses  during  the  single  quarter  as  the 
basis  for  future  operating  expenses.  The  operating  expenses  in  the 
quarter  ended  September  30,  1918,  during  a  considerable  portion  of 
which  period  the  new  plant  was  in  operation,  were  $3,805.69,  and  in 
quarter  ended  December  31,  1918,  were  $5,351.03.  An  allowance  of 
$5,000.00  per  quarter  for  operating  expenses  appears  to  be  reasonable, 
and  on  this  basis  the  requirements  for  the  company  would  be,  per 
annum: 
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Operating  expenses,  $5,000  per  quarter $20,000 

Taxes  (based  on  year  ended  6/30/1918) 1,000 

Depreciation  (Chief  Engineer's  calculation) 2,162 

7  per  cent,  return  on  fair  value  of  $185,000.00 12,950 


Total $36,112 

This  opinion  has  already  reached  such  length  that  the  Comniission 
will  not  attempt  here  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  theory  of  depre- 
ciation, particularly  as  its  earlier  opinions,  including  that  in  the  Tele- 
phone Case,  go  into  this  subject  at  some  length.  Suffice  it  to  say  that 
an  ample  reserve  for  depreciation  is  an  actual  necessity  in  the  case  of 
every  public  utility  and  the  rates  should  be  such  as  to  permit  the 
creation  and  maintenance  of  such  depreciation  reserve,  and  that  the 
allowance  for  depreciation  above  given  is  reasonable  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  public  and  is  somewhat  low  as  compared  with  similar 
allowance  heretofore  made  by  the  Commission  for  other  companies. 

It  will  be  seen  that  the  estimated  revenues  which  the  Consolidated 
Company  will  receive  from  its  private  water  takers  will  fall  short  of 
its  requirements  for  paying  operating  expenses,  taxes,  a  proper  depre- 
ciation reserve  allowance,  and  a  fair  return  upon  the  fair  value  of 
its  property,  by  something  over  $13,000.00. 

The  rate  schedules  of  the  Consolidated  Company  which  became 
effective  October  1,  1917,  and  October  1,  1918,  both  provide  a  charge 
of  $25.00  per  hydrant  per  annum  for  fire  plugs  used  for  public  fire 
protection  service.  Prior  to  October  1,  1918,  the  municipality  paid  a 
fiat  rate  of  $800.00  per  annum  for  fire  protection  service  under  con- 
tract. There  are  at  present  approximately  92  fire  plugs  installed, 
and  if  the  charge  of  $25.00  per  plug  was  assessed  on  each  of  these  it 
would  make  the  yearly  charge  to  the  municipality  $2,300.00.  The 
record  is  not  entirely  clear  as  to  the  number  of  fire  plugs  which  the 
town  officials  desire  to  continue  in  use,  though  it  would  appear  from 
discussion  at  the  close  of  the  case  that  about  60  plugs  is  what  the 
town  authorities  desire.  The  Commission  believes  that  there  is  merit 
in  the  suggestion  of  counsel  for  the  complainant  that  the  rate  per  plug 
should  be  materially  reduced  for  all  plugs  in  excess  of  a  certain 
number,  though  it  finds  the  suggested  secondary  charge  unduly  low, 
and  will  therefore  make  the  rate  for  public  fire  protection  service 
$25.00  per  plug  for  the  first  60  plugs  and  $10.00  per  plug  for  each 
plug  in  excess  of  this  amount.  According  to  the  report  of  the  Chief 
Engineer  the  number  of  plugs  installed  falls  far  short  of  meeting  the 
requirements  of  the  fire  underwriters,  so  the  rate  established  by  the 
Commission  will  permit  the  municipality  in  its  discretion  to  increase 
the  number  of  plug:s  in  service  without  greatly  adding  to  the  cost  of 
fire  protection  service.  Under  this  arrangement  it  will  be  incumbent 
upon  the  municipal  authorities  to  designate  which  and  what  number 
of  the  existing  plugs  it  desires  to  continue  in  service,  as  the  responsi- 
bility for  determining  the  number  of  fire  plugs  necessary  in  order  to 
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furnish  adequate  fire  protecting  service  rests  entirely  with  the  Mayor 
and  Common  Council  of  Westminster. 

Assuming  an  aggregate  annual  payment  of  somewhere  between 
$1,500.00  and  $1,800.00  for  public  fire  protection  service,  it  is  found 
that  the  revenues  of  the  company  will  still  be  insufficient  to  meet  its 
proper  corporate  requirements. 

As  before  stated,  the  Chief  Engineer  reported  to  the  Commission 
on  March  3,  1919,  in  answer  to  inquiry  of  the  Assistant  General 
Counsel  as  to  the  lowest  rate  at  which  water  can  be  furnished  to  a 
large  consumer  without  loss  to  the  Consolidated  Company.  The 
Western  Maryland  Railroad  takes  water  from  the  Consolidated  Com- 
pany at  its  coal  chute  at  Cranberry  Station,  using  23,260,950  gallons 
in  the  calendar  year  1917,  17,786,475  gallons  in  1918,  its  use  during 
the  last  quarter  of  that  year  being  5.348,775  gallons  (or  41.95  per  cent, 
of  the  total  metered  consumption  of  the  Consolidated  Company  during 
that  quarter),  for  which  it  paid  $698.24,  or  at  an  average  of  11.1  cents 
per  1,000  gallons. 

The  report  of  the  Commission's  engineer,  after  a  most  thorough 
presentation  and  analysis  of  the  various  factors  which  must  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  the  inquiry  presented,  concludes  as  follows: 

"It  is  obvious  from  the  foregoing  that  in  the  schedule  of 
rates  here  considered  that  the  lowest  rate  in  the  sliding  scale 
should  not  be  below  20  cents.  It  is  to  be  noted  that  this  con- 
forms with  the  general  experience;  namely  that  the  slide  in 
such  schedules  should  not  exceed  the  ratio  of  2  to  1. 

''The  application  of  this  rate  will,  if  the  railway  company 
continues  to  use  water  in  the  same  manner  as  in  the  last 
quarter,  have  the  effect  of  increasing  their  water  bill  54  per 
cent.,  or  about  $1,500  per  annum.  That  is  from  the  present 
amount  $2,792  to  $4^00  per  annum. 

''On  the  other  hand,  it  is  worthy  of  note  that  in  case  the 
railway  ceases  altogether  to  take  water  the  probable  saving 
to  the  water  company  will  be  about  $2,000  per  annum.  That 
is,  the  company  will  lose  $2,792  and  save  $2,000,  a  net  loss  ol 
$792  by  reason  of  losing  a  losing  customer.  This  apparent 
paradox  is  explained  by  the  fact  that  the  one  saving  effected 
by  ceasing  the  service  is  power  charges  for  pumping,  steriliza- 
tion and  materials  used  in  filtration.  The  fixed  charges  and 
operating  labor  expense  is  in  no  way  affected  by  the  dimin- 
ished demand. 

"It  might  be  suggested  parenthetically  that  by  a  small 
additional  investment  the  cost  of  operating  the  Western 
Maryland  chute  supply  might  be  substantially  reduced." 

It  is  evident  to  the  Commission  that  the  present  rate  at  which 
water  is  being  furnished  the  Western  Maryland  Railway  is  not  com- 
pensatory to  the  Consolidated  Company,  but  it  will  not  here  undertake 
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to  say  ju8t  what  rates  should  properly  be  charged  this  customer, 
believing  that  this  is  a  matter  which  should  origrinate  with^the  re- 
spondent, subject  to  review  by  the  Commission..  It  is  also  possible 
that  the  water  company  may,  by  adopting  the  suggestion  of  the  Com- 
mission's engineer  and  the  expenditures  of  additional  capital,  materially 
reduce  the  cost  of  supplying  water  to  the  Western  Maryland  Railroad. 

The  Commission  concludes  that  the  rates  at  present  being  charged 
by  the  Consolidated  Company  for  water  furnished  by  it  are  neither 
unjust  nor  unreasonable,  except  in  the  case  of  fire  protection  service, 
and  in  reaching  this  conclusion  the  Commission  has  given  due  con- 
sideration not  only  to  the  cost  of  furnishing  such  service  but  to  the 
worth  of  the  service  to  the  customer  as  well,  some  evidence  of  which 
value  is  gathered  from  the  rates  charged  by  other  utilities  in  the 
State  furnishing  similar  service.  While  these  rates  will  not  furnish 
a  revenue  sufficient  to  provide  for  the  corporate  requirements  of  the 
respondent  company,  as  determined  by  the  Commission,  including  a 
fair  return  upon  the  property  employed  in  the  public  service,  the 
Commission  believes  that  the  water  company  should  seek  to  augment 
its  net  income  by  obtaining  a  more  adequate  compensation  from  its 
largest  user,  and  by  increasing  the  efficiency  of  its  plant,  with  par- 
ticular reference  to  its  high  service  reservoir,  the  leakage  through 
which  appears  to  be  unduly  high. 

At  the  direction  of  the  Commission,  its  rate  clerk  reported  upon  the 
rules  contained  in  respondent's  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  2,  which 
rules  were  subsequently  reissued  in  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  3. 
At  the  hearing  the  rules  were  taken  up  seriatim,  and  full  discussion 
had  respecting  the  same.  Subsequently  counsel  for  the  respondent 
filed  an  amended  series  of  rules  designed  to  meet  some  of  the  objections 
which  had  developed  to  the  rules  originally  filed.  Such  proposed 
amended  rules  will  be  referred  to  as  the  ''modified  rules."  Rules  2, 
8,  12,  17,  23,  24,  25,  26  and  27  appear  to  be  reasonable  and  proper. 
Under  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  water  companies  are  re- 
quired to  furnish  service  which  is  "reasonably  safe  and  adequate," 
and  no  rules  which  the  utility  may  adopt  can  relieve  it  of  the  obliga- 
tion thus  imposed  upon  it.  Consequently,  second  paragraph  of  Rule  11, 
and  Rules  16,  18,  19,  20  and  21,  all  of  which  attempt  to  limit  the 
responsibility  of  the  respondent,  should  be  eliminated.  Modified  Rules 
1,  4,  6,  10,  13  and  15  are  reasonable.  The  first  paragraph  of  modified 
Rule  3  is  unobjectionable;  the  second  paragraph  of  this  modified  rule 
is  in  the  nature  of  an  additional  rule  and  appears  to  be  in  conformity 
with  present  practice  of  the  Consolidated  Company,  but  the  Commis- 
sion vnll  not  now  pass  upon  the  propriety  thereof  and  if  same  is 
included  in  new  schedule  it  will  remain  subject  to  review  by  the 
Commission.  Rules  5  and  7  will  be  eliminated  by  modified  Rule  6. 
Rule  9  should  be  amended  so  as  to  provide  that  the  Consolidated 
Company  will,  at  its  own  expense,  bring  service  pipe  to  the  curb;  the 
present  practice  is  to  require  the  prospective  customer  to  pay  for  the 
digging  and  filling  of  trench,  the  Consolidated  Company  furnishing  and 
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iDStaUing  the  pipe.    The  first  paragraph  of  Rule  11  is  unobjectionable. 
Role  14  should  be  changed  to  read: 

'In  every  instance  of  metered  water  supply  service  the 
owner  shall  provide  and  maintain  a  location  for  the  meter 
which  is  acceptable  to  the  company.  When  any  meter  has 
once  been  placed,  its  position  shall  not  be  changed  except  by 
the  company,  and  in  the  event  any  owner  makes  any  changes 
in  his  premises  which  requires  any  change  in  the  location  of 
or  position  of  the  meter  or  meter  box  or  vault,  such  change 
in  location  or  position  shall  be  made  by  the  company,  at  the 
cost  and  expense  of  the  owner." 

Rule  22  as  modified  appears  to  be  proper,  except  that  the  maximum 
distance  beyond  street  main  which  the  Consolidated  Company  extends 
pipe  at  its  own  expense  should  be  made  not  less  than  80  feet,  instead 
of  15  feet  as  proposed,  and  the  total  distance  pipe  will  be  run  to 
supply  fire  plug  should  remain  100  feet. 

Rule  28  should  be  made  to  read: 

"Each  and  every  change  or  modification,  alteration  or 
amendment  to  and  of  any  of  the  rates  and  rules  of  the  com- 
pany shaU  be  made  only  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Law  of  Maryland." 

Rule  29  apparently  serves  no  useful  purpose  and  should  accordingly 
be  omitted. 

An  order  will  be  entered  by  the  Commission  in  accordance  with  its 
findings  herein. 


ORDER  No.  5063. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  the  Mayor  and  Com- 
mon Council  of  Westminbteb 


vs. 


The  Consolidated  Pubuc  Utiutibs 
Company  op  Westminster. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Cases  Nos.  1525  and  1590. 


These  cases  being  at  issue  upon  complaints  and  answers  on  file  and 
having  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties  and  full  investi- 
gation of  the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  had  and  the 
Commission,  on  the  date  hereof,  having  rendered  and  filed  an  opinion 
containing  its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  therein,  which  said 
opinion  is  hereby  referred  to  and  made  part  hereof, 
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It  Is,  Thebefore,  This  3l8t  day  of  July,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hun- 
dred and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

(fiDcilttfllf  (1)  That  the  fair  value  for  rate-making  purposes  of  the 
water  property  of  The  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Company  of  West- 
minster on  August  31,  1918,  was  One  Hundred  and  Eighty-five  Thou- 
sand Dollars  ($185,000) ,  and  such  valuation  shall  be  and  become  final 
unless  protest  against  the  same  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  ten  (10)  days  from  the  date  of  this  order,  as  provided  by 
Section  30  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law. 

(2)  That  the  maximum  return  which  said  The  Consolidated  Public 
Utilities  Company  of  Westminster  should  be  permitted  to  earn  upon 
its  water  property  used  in  the  public  service  is  seven  per  centum  (7%). 

(3)  That  the  rates  and  charges  for  fire  protection  service  prescribed 
by  Schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  3  of  said  The  Consolidated  Public  Utili- 
ties Company  of  Westminster  be  and  they  are  hereby  declared  to  be 
unjust  and  unreasonable,  to  the  extent  that  the  rate  or  charge  for  fire 
plugs  in  excess  of  sixty  (60)  in  number  exceeds  Ten  Dollars  ($10.00) 
per  plug  per  annum,  and  said  The  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Com- 
pany of  Westminster  is  hereby  directed  and  required  to  file  vnth  the 
Commission  and  make  effective  not  later  than  August  15,  1919,  a 
schedule  providing  a  rate  or  charge  of  Ten  Dollars  ($10.00)  per  plug 
per  annum  for  all  fire  plugs  in  excess  of  sixty  (60)  in  number,  and 
thereafter  charge  and  collect  such  rate  or  charge  until  July  1,  1921, 
unless  earlier  modified  or  changed  by  this  Commission,  and  thereafter 
until  the  further  order  of  this  Commission  in  the  premises. 

(4)  That  the  rates  and  charges  for  other  than  fire  protection  service 
prescribed  by  Schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  3  of  said  The  Consolidated 
Public  Utilities  Company  of  Westminster  be  and  they  are  hereby  found 
to  be  just  and  reasonable.  t 

(5)  That  the  rules  and  regulations  prescribed  by  Schedule  P.  S.  C. 
Md.  No.  3  of  said  The  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Company  of  West- 
minster be  and  they  are  hereby  declared  to  be  unjust  and  unreason- 
able and  said  The  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Company  of  West- 
minster is  hereby  directed  and  required  to  file  with  the  Commission 
and  make  effective  not  later  than  August  15,  1919,  a  schedule  contain- 
ing rules  and  regulations  in  accordance  with  the  findings  of  the  Com- 
mission contained  in  its  opinion  filed  herewith,  and  thereafter  continue 
such  rules  and  regulations  until  the  further  order  of  this  Commission 
in  the  premises. 

(6)  That  a  copy  of  this  order  be  forthwith  served  upon  said  The 
Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Company  of  Westminster,  and  that  said 
company  within  ten  (10)  days  from  the  date  of  the  service  of  such 
copy  shall  advise  the  Commission  in  writing  whether  or  not  it  will 
accept  and  abide  by  the  same. 
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ORDER  No.  5065 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Official 
Claasifieation,  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  Their 
Agenty  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less  Than 
Statutory  Notice  Supplement  to  Offi- 
cial Classification  No.  44,  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
O.  C.  No.  44. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  674. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  1st  day  of  August,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtbttibf  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the  carriers  not 
under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
CoUyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  supplement  to  Official  Classification  No.  44, 
P.  S.  C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44,  containing  additions  to  the  specifications  for 
wooden  standard  railroad  containers  for  the  shipment  of  boots  and 
shoes,  as  shown  by  petitioners'  exhibit  filed  herein. 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 

"Iflsved  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
Russion  of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5065  of  date  August  Ist, 
1S19.'' 
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ORDER  No.  6066 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of 
an  Agreement,  Dated  July  2nd,  1919, 
for  thjB  Lease  of  Space  in  the  Premises 
Located  at  No.  6  Court  Street,  Easton, 
Talbot  County,  Maryland,  to  Fred.  S. 
Lewis,  Under  the  Terms  and  Provi- 
sions of  Order  No.  2913,  Entered  June 
20th,  1916,  in  Case  No.  1131. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1702. 


The  asrreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consunmiation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  first  day  of  August,  in  the  year  1919,  by 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtbjtttbf  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  5067 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Consolidated  Gas 
ELBcnuc  Light  and  Power  Company 
OF  Baltimore  for  the  Approval  of  an 
Agreement  Between  It  and  The  Ches- 
apeake AND  Potomac  Telephone  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  City  for  the  Sale 
by  the  Former  to  the  Latter  of  One 
Pole  on  the  North  Side  of  a  Private 
Alley  in  the  Rear  of  318  Elliott  Street 
in  the  City  of  Baltimore,  Maryland, 
Under  the  Terms  and  Provisions  of 
Order  No.  2954,  Entered  July  26th, 
1919,  in  Case  No.  1151. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1703. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  first  day  of  August,  in  the  year  1919,  by 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

flDt&ttf bf  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


244 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 


ORDER  No.  6071 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Official 
Classification,  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  Their 
Agent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less  Than 
Statutory  Notice  Supplement  to  Offi- 
cial Classification  No.  44,  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
0.  C.  No.  44. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  576. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  15th  day  of  August,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbtttt^f  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the  carriers  not 
under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
Collyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  supplement  to  Official  Classification  No.  44, 
P.  S.  C.  Md.  O.  C.  No.  44,  containing  additions  to  the  specifications  for 
wooden  standard  railroad  containers  for  the  shipment  of  boots  and 
shoes,  as  shown  by  petitioners'  exhibit  filed  herein. 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law, 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 


"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5071  of  date  August  16th, 
1919." 


PuBUC  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 


245 


ORDER  No.  5073 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  and  the  Mayor  and 
City  Council  of  Baltimore  for  the 
Approval  of  an  Agreement,  Dated  July 
15th,  1919,  for  the  Sale  by  the  Former 
to  the  Latter  of  One  Pole  on  the  North 
Side  of  the  Philadelphia  Road,  Fifteen 
Feet  West  of  the  West  Side  of  Robin- 
son Street,  in  the  City  of  Baltimore, 
Maryland,  Under  the  Terms  and  Pro- 
visions of  Order  No.  2913,  Entered 
June  20th,  1916,  in  Case  No.  1131  Be- 
fore This  Commission. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission  v 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1705. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  twenty-first  day  of  August,  in  the  year 
1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

fiDttltt^b»  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  5074 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Edward  C.  Yingling 
for  an  Order  Permitting  and  Approv- 
ing the  Exercise  of  a  Franchise 
Granted  Him  by  the  Board  of  County 
Commissioners  of  Carroll  County, 
Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1699. 


Whereas,  Edward  C.  Yingling  having  applied  to  this  Commission 
for  an  order  permitting  and  approving  the  exercise  by  him  of  a  fran- 
chise granted  him  by  the  Board  of  County  Commissioners  of  Carroll 
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County,  Maryland,  by  resolution  dated  May  6th,  1919,  copy  of  which 
franchise  is  tiled  in  these  proceedings,  and  for  permission  to  begin  the 
construction  of  an  electric  plant  and  distributing  system  under  said 
franchise  in  Pleasant  Valley,  Carroll  County,  Maryland,  and 

Whereas,  The  case  having  come  on  for  hearing  on  July  81st,  1919, 
in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No.  5058  passed  July  25th,. 
1919,  and  no  protests  against  the  granting  of  the  permission  and 
approval  prayed  for  having  been  received,  and  it  -being  the  opinion 
and  finding  of  the  Conmiission  that  the  exercise  of  such  franchise  and 
the  construction  of  such  electric  plant  and  distributing  system  under 
said  franchise  are  necessary  and  convenient  for  the  public  service, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  21st  day  of  August,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred,  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland,. 

SDtbttttf.  That  the  exercise  by  Edward  C.  Yingling  of  the  fran- 
chise granted  him  by  the  Board  of  County  Commissioners  of  Carroll 
County,  Maryland,  by  resolution  dated  May  5th,  1919,  and  the  con- 
struction of  an  electric  plant  and  distributing  system  under  said 
franchise  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  permitted  and  approved. 


ORDER  No.  5078 
In  the  Matter  of 


The  Petition  of  The  Tolchester  Bbach 
Improvement  Company  for  Permission 
Under  Section  15  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  Law  to  File  and  Publish 
on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice  Sup- 
plement No.  1  to  Petitioner's  Local 
Passenger  Tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  9. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commissioit 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  576. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  27th  day  of  August,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iIDtbttttl»  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  The  Tolchester 
Beach  Improvement  Company  to  file  and  publish  on  three  days'  notice 
to  the  Commission  and  the  public.  Supplement  No.  1  to  Petitioner's 
Local  Passenger  Tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  9,  containing  fares  effective 
other  than  during  the  sunmier  excursion  season  between  various  points 
served  by  the  petitioner,  as  per  copy  of  said  supplement  filed  herein  as 
exhibit, 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance  of  this  order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law» 
and  that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  nota- 
tion: 

"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5078  of  date  August  27th, 
1919." 
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ORDER  No.  5088 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Consolidated  Gas 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
OF  Baltimore  for  the  Approval  of  an 
Agreement  Between  It  and  The 
Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone 
Company  of  Baltimore  City  for  the 
Sale  by  the  Former  to  the  Latter  of 
One  Pole  Located  on  the  Northeast 
Comer  of  Pulaski  Street  and  Alley 
South  of  Lafayette  Avenue  Under  the 
Terms  and  Provisions  of  Order  No. 
2954,  Entered  July  26th,  by  This  Com- 
mission in  Case  No.  1151. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1707. 


^ 


The  Agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transac- 
tion in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  third  day  of  September,  in  the  year  1919, 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtbf  ttll»  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  5103 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  W.  Edwin  Manifold, 
Henry  S.  Merryman,  A.  H.  Morris 
and  James  T.  Smith,  Parties  of  the 
First  Party  and  Fawn  Light  and 
Power  Company,  Party  of  the  Second 
Part,  for  an  Order  Permitting  and 
Approving  the  Transfer  by  the  Parties 
of  the  First  Part  to  the  Party  of  the 
Second  Part  All  of  the  Franchises, 
Rights  and  Privileges  Granted  Them 
by  the  County  Commissioners  of  Har- 
ford County,  Maryland,  by  Resolution 
Dated  June  3rd,  1918. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1712. 


Whereas,  This  Commission  by  its  Order  No.  4509  entered  in  Case 
No.  1527  on  October  15th,  1918,  permitted  and  approved  the  exercise 
by  W.  Edwin  Manifold,  Henry  S.  Merryman,  A.  H.  Morris  and  James 
T.  Smith  of  the  franchise  granted  them  by  the  County  Commissioners 
of  Harford  County,  Maryland,  by  resolution  dated  June  3rd,  1918,  and 
the  construction  of  an  electric  plant  and  distributing  system  under 
said  franchise,  and 

Whereas,  The  said  W.  Edwin  Manifold,  Henry  S.  Merrsnnan,  A.  H. 
Morris  and  James  T.  Smith  and  the  Fawn  Light  and  Power  Company,, 
a  corporation  org^anized  under  the  laws  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Penn- 
sylvania by  the  merger  and  consolidation  of  the  Fawn  Grove  Light 
and  Power  Company  and  the  Fawn  Township  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany, both  being  corporations  organized  under  the  laws  of  the  Com- 
monwealth of  Pennsylvania,  certified  copies  of  the  certificates  of  in- 
corporation of  the  two  constituent  corporations  and  certified  copy  of 
the  agreement  of  merger  and  consolidation,  together  with  letters 
patent  issued  thereon,  being  filed  herein,  have  applied  for  the  written 
consent  of  this  Commission  to  the  conveyance  by  the  former  and  the 
acceptance  by  the  latter  of  the  franchise  hereinbefore  referred  to  and 
the  electric  plant  and  distributing  system  constructed  under  authority 
of  said  franchise,  and 

Whereas,  It  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after 
due  consideration  that  the  conveyance  by  the  said  W.  Edwin  Manifold, 
Henry  S.  Merryman,  A.  H.  Morris  and  James  T.  Smith,  and  the 
acceptance  by  the  said  Fawn  Light  and  Power  Company  of  the  fran- 
chise and  electric  plant  and  distributing  system  aforesaid,  and  the 
exercise  by  the  said  Fawn  Light  and  Power  Company  of  all  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  under  the  franchise  granted  the  said  W.  Edwin 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 


249 


Manifold,  Henry  S.  Merryman,  A.  H.  Morris  and  James  T.  Smith  by 
the  County  Commissioners  of  Harford  County,  Maryland,  by  resolu- 
tion dated  June  3rd,  1918,  are  necessary  and  convenient  for  the  public 
service. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  17th  day  of  September,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

fiDttlftttIf  That  the  permission  and  approval  of  the  Commission  are 
hereby  given  to  the  conveyance  by  W.  Edwin  Manifold,  Henry  S. 
Merryman,  A.  H.  Morris  and  James  T.  Smith  and  the  acceptance  by 
the  Fawn  Light  and  Power  Company  of  the  franchise  granted  the  said 
W.  Edwin  Manifold,  Henry  S.  Merryman,  A.  H.  Morris  and  James  T. 
Smith,  by  th^  County  Commissioners  of  Harford  County,  Maryland, 
by  resolution  dated  June  3rd,  1918,  and  the  electric  plant  and  dis- 
tributing system  constructed  under  authority  of  said  franchise,  and  to 
the  exercise  by  the  said  Fawn  Light  and  Power  Company  of  all  of  the 
rights  and  privileges  under  said  franchise. 


ORDER  No.  5101. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  and  The  Consoli- 
dated Power  Company  of  Baltimore 
for  the  Approval  of  an  Agreement, 
Dated  July  10th;  1919,  for  the  Sale 
by  the  Former  to  the  Latter  of  Nine 
Poles  Located  Along  the  West  Side  of 
Rolling  Road  South  of  the  South  Side 
of  Liberty  Road  in  District  No.  2, 
Baltimore  County,  Maryland,  Under 
the  Terms  and  Provisions  of  Order  No. 
2913,  Entered  June  20th,  1919,  in  Case 
No.  1131. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1710. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  sixteenth  day  of  September,  in  the  year 
1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDttlttttl^  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said 
agreement,  or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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QRDER  No.  5102. 


Before  the 

Pablic  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1711. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Bal- 
timore City  and  The  Consolidation 
Power  Company  op  Baltimore  for  the 
Approval  of  an  Ag^reement,  Dated 
March  26th,  1919,  for  the  Sale  by  the 
Former  to  the  Latter  of  Two  Poles 
Situated  on  the  South  Side  of  Balti- 
more Avenue  in  St.  Helena,  District 
No.  12,  Baltimore  County,  Maryland, 
Under  the  Terms  and  Provisions  of 
Order  No.  2913,  Entered  June  20th, 
1916,  in  Case  No.  1131. 

The  a^eement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in*  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  sixteenth  day  of  September,  in  the  year 
1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

lSDttlttttl»  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  5111. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Maryland  Telephone 
Company  of  Baltimore  City  and  Con- 
solidated Gas  Electric  Light  and 
Power  Company  of  Baltimore  for  the 
Approval  of  an  Agreement,  Dated  June 
18th,  1919,  for  the  Sale  by  the  Former 
to  the  Latter  of  One  Pole  Located  on 
Wagners  Point,  East  of  Fairfield  Road, 
Baltimore,  Maryland,  Under  the  Terms 
and  Provisions  of  Order  No.  2913,  En- 
tered June  20th,  1916,  in  Case  No.  1131. 

The  ag^reement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1715. 
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purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unncessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  twenty-fourth  day  of  September,  in  the 
year  1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

S)tb(tttlf  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  vn-itten  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  5112. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Bal- 
timore City  for  Permission  to  Use  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission  Form 
for  Its  Annual  Report  to  This  Com- 
mission for  the  Year  Ending  Decem- 
ber 31st,  1919,  and  to  Use  This  Form 
Thereafter  Until  Required  by  Order  of 
This  Commission  to  Do  Otherwise. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1716. 


Whereas,  Application  has  been  made  by  The  Chesapeake  and  Poto- 
mac Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore  City  for  permission  to  use  the 
form  of  annual  report  prescribed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission in  rendering  its  annual  report  to  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion of  Maryland  for  the  year  ending  December  31st,  1919,  and  to  use 
said  form  thereafter  unless  and  until  required  by  order  of.  this  Com- 
mission to  do  otherwise,  instead  of  the  form  of  annual  report  pre- 
scribed by  this  Commission,  and 

Whereas,  The  Auditor  of  this  Commission  has  reported  that  such 
changes  as  will  be  occasioned  thereby  relate  to  subordinate  matters, 
and  it  appearing  to  the  Commisson  that  the  public  interest  will  not 
be  affected  thereby. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  24th  day  of  September,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttttttif  That  The  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone  Company 
of  Baltimore  City  be  and  it  is  hereby  permitted  to  use  the  form  ^f 
annual  report  prescribed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
rendering  its  annual  report  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Mary- 
land for  the  year  ending  December  Slst,  1919,  and  to  use  said  form 
thereafter  unless  and  until  required  by  order  of  this  Commission  to  do 
otherwise,  instead  of  the  form  of  annual  report  prescribed  by  this 
Commission. 
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ORDER  No.  6115. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Official 
Classification  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  Their 
Agent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less  Than 
Statutory  Notice  Supplement  to  Offi- 
cial Classification  No.  44,  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
O.  C.  No.  44. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket 

Case  No.  577. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  29th  day  of  September,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

S)t\}tttbf  That  permission  be  and  is  hereby  given  the  carriers  not 
under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
CoUyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  supplement  to  Official  Classi- 
fication No.  44,  P.  S.  C.  Md. — 6.  C.  No.  44,  departing  from  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Conomission's  Circular  No.  lOA  in  so  far  as  number  of 
effective  supplements  is  concerned;  said  supplement  to  contain  the 
revised  specifications  set  forth  in  petition  filed  herein  and  to  become 
effective  on  not  less  than  thirty  days'  notice  to  the  Commission  and 
the  public,  except  that  the  first  item  contained  in  said  x>etition  shall 
become  effective  on  not  less  than  one  day's  notice  to  the  Commission 
and  the  public, 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon  issu- 
ance of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law,  and 
that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  notation: 

^'Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  6115  of  date  September 
29th,  1919." 
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OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  United  Railways 
AND  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
for  a  Modification  of  Certain  Orders, 
Now  in  Force,  Fixing  the  Rates  of 
Fare  to  Be  Charged  by  Said  Company 
and  for  Permission  to  File,  Publish  and 
Put  in  Effect  a  New  Schedule  of  Rates 
of  Fare,  Increasing  Existing  Rates,  as 
Set  Forth  in  This  Petition. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 

of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1682. 


Appearances : 

Joseph  C.  France,  Esq.,  and  William  H.  Maltbie,  Esq.,  repre- 
senting the  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Balti- 
more; 

Joseph  S.  Goldsmith,  Esq.,  People's  Counsel,  and  Osborne  I. 
Yellott,  Special  Counsel,  both  representing  the  general  public; 

James  J.  McNamara,  Esq.,  Counsel  for  the  Federation  of  Labor; 

S.  S.  Field,  Esq.,  City  Solicitor  (by  printed  brief  only),  repre- 
senting the  Board  of  Estimates  of  Baltimore  City. 


By  the  Commission. 


Filed  September  30th,  1919. 


STATEMENT  OF  PROCEEDINGS. 


On  July  19th,  1918,  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of 
Baltimore  filed  its  application  for  an  increased  rate  of  fare  from  five 
to  six  cents  and  a  uniform  increase  of  one  cent  in  the  case  of  children 
between  the  ages  of  four  and  twelve  years  and  the  users  of  commuta- 
tion books.  In  its  petition  the  Company  alleged  in  substance  that  by 
reason  of  war  conditions  it  was  no  longer  possible  to  render  adequate 
service  to  the  public  at  the  existing  rates  of  fare.  It  also  expressly 
disclaimed  any  intention  to  establish  by  the  proceeding  any  perma- 
nent rate  of  fare,  stating  that  it  asked  for  relief  purely  as  a  war 
emergency  measure  and  during  the  period  of  war  conditions,  solely  for 
the  purpose  of  preserving  its  pre-war  efficiency  and  to  prevent,  as  far 
as  possible,  injury  to  its  credit  and  to  its  organization  and  the  deteri- 
oration of  its  plant,  which  would  otherwise  result.  It  further  stated 
that  ''it  is  not  intended  that  any  part  of  the  increased  revenue  hereby 
sought  should  increase  the  margin  of  profit  which  the  Company  had 
heretofore  earned." 

Subsequently,  without  waiting  for  the  Commission  to  act  upon  this 
application,  the  Company,  acting  under  Section  15  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  Law  filed  its  Schedule  'T.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8" 
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effective  October  1st,  1918,  in  which  it  provided  for  a  flat  increase  of 
one  cent  in  each  of  its  existing  adult,  children  and  commutation  fares. 

On  September  18th,  1918,  the  Commission,  of  its  own  motion,  filed  a 
complaint  alleg^ing  that  the  proposed  increases  in  fares  as  set  fortb  in 
the  above  revised  schedule  were  ''excessive,  unjust,  unfair  and  unrea- 
sonable." 

The  Company's  application  of  July  19th,  1918  (Case  No.  1668), 
and  the  Commission's  complaint  (Case  No.  1588)  were  subsequently 
consolidated  and  came  to  hearing  November  18th,  1918.  The  hearing 
adjourned  on  that  date  until  December  2nd,  on  which  date  the  hear- 
ings were  resumed  and  continued  until  December  19th. 

On  January  7th,  1919,  the  Commission  filed  its  opinion  in  these  two 
cases,  the  same  being  accompanied  by  its  Order  No.  4608  of  that  date 
prescribing  a  six-cent  fare  for  the  conveyance  of  each  passenger  over 
twelve  years  of  age  and  four  cents  for  each  child  between  the  ages  of 
four  and  twelve  years,  with  substantially  equivalent  increases  in  the 
case  of  other  special  and  commutation  rates. 

By  the  express  terms  of  Order  No.  4608  the  rates  therein  prescribed 
were  to  become  effective  from  and  after  January  7th,  1919,  and  con- 
tinue "until  December  81st,  1919,  and  for  no  longer,  unless  such  period 
be  extended  for  a  further  period  as  hereinafter  provided,  or  this  order 
be  earlier  modified  or  abrogated  by  further  order  of  this  Commission. 
The  order  further  provided  in  this  connection,  as  follows : 

''2.  That  from  and  after  the  hour  of  midnight  on  the  Slst 
day  of  December,  1919,  said  Company's  right  and  privilege  to 
charge  and  collect  the  increased  fares  herein  authorized  to 
be  charged  and  collected  shall  cease  and  determine,  and  said 
Company  shall  thereafter  be  permitted  to  charge  no  fares  in 
excess  of  those  charged  by  it  on  September  30th,  1918,  unless 
this  Commission  shall  in  the  meantime,  by  its  order  in 
writing,  for  such  cause  as  may  then  seem  to  it,  and  be  in  law, 
good  and  sufficient,  authorize  said  Company  to  charge  fares 
in  excess  of  those  which  were  in  effect  September  SOth,  1918; 

'^3.  That  so  soon  after  the  date  of  this  order  as  may  be 
reasonably  practicable  and  convenient,  and  in  no  event  later 
than  January  31st,  1919,  said  Company  shall  furnish  to  this 
Commission  accurate  and  complete  statements  under  oath, 
and  in  convenient  form,  setting  forth  the  number  of  revenue 
and  transfer  passengers  carried,  and  the  number  of  car- 
miles  operated,  the  cash  receipts  from  operation  and  other 
sources,  and  the  operating  and  other  expenditures  of  the 
Company,  all  set  forth  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  rules 
of  this  Commission  for  accounting  by  street  railway  compa* 
nies,  for  the  calendar  months  of  October,  November  and 
December,  1918,  respectively;  and  thereafter,  so  soon  as  may 
be  reasonably  practicable  and  convenient  after  the  end  of 
such  calendar  month  dur^g  the  year  1919,  and  in  no  event 
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later  than  the  last  day  of  the  next  succeeding  calendar  month, 
said  Company  shall  furnish  this  Commission  a  complete 
statement  as  aforesaid  covering  the  operations  of  the  Com- 
pany during  the  next  preceding  month ; 

"4.  That  the  right  of  the  respondent  Company  to  charge 
and  collect  the  fares  in  this  order  prescribed  shall  be  held 
subject  at  all  times  during  the  period  covered  by  such  order, 
or  any  extension  thereof  which  may  hereafter  be  granted  as 
aforesaid,  to  the  right  and  po\i9^r  of  this  Commission  to 
reopen  this  case  in  the  light  of  the  facts  disclosed  by  the 
monthly  reports,  aforesaid,  or  of  other  facts  otherwise  coming 
to  the  attention  of  this  Commission  and  modify  the  rates  of 
fare  by  this  order  authorized  to  be  charged  and  collected  by 
the  respondent  Company." 

Meanwhile  the  rates  of  fare  prescribed  in  the  Company's  revised 
schedule  "P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8"  had  become  effective  October  1st,  1918,  as 
provided  in  such  schedule. 

On  May  23rd,  1919,  seven  months  and  twenty-three  days  after  the 
rates  so  prescribed  became  effective,  and  a  little  over  seven  months 
before  the  date  set  for  their  termination  unless  further  extended  by 
the  Commission  as  provided  in  said  Order  No.  4608,  the  Company  filed 
its  petition  alleging  that  while  its  passenger  traffic  had  continued  with 
no  diminution  since  the  cessation  of  hostilities  in  the  early  part  of 
November,  1918,  and  its  gross  revenues  had  increased,  nevertheless,  by 
reason  of  its  increased  service  at  war  wages  and  costs,  and  increased 
cost  in  operating  expenses  and  maintenance,  the  Company  since  the 
first  of  October,  1918,  when  the  additional  fare  became  effective,  to 
April  1st,  1919,  had  accumulated  a  deficit  of  $167,088.90  as  to  its  inter- 
est charges  and  a  deficit  of  $619,894.90  as  to  its  pre-war  surplus  and 
interest,  and  asked  that  the  Commission's  Ordpr  No.  4608  of  January 
7th,  1919,  be  modified  to  increase  the  base  rate  from  six  cents  to  six 
and  one-fourth  cents  adult  fare  (four  tickets  for  twenty-five  cents  or 
multiple  thereof,  when  paid  for  in  tickets) ,  or  seven  cents  for  a  single 
cash  fare,  with  proportionate  increases  in  all  other  rates  except  chil- 
xdren's  fares,  which  the  Company  suggested  should  remain  unchanged. 

This  application  came  to  be  heard  August  7th,  1919,  the  hearings 
and  arguments  consuming  eighteen  days  and  being  concluded  Septem- 
ber 5th,  1919. 

Meanwhile  the  Company  had  voluntarily  entered  into  an  agreement 
with  its  employees,  under  which  agreement  wages  and  salaries  were 
materially  increased,  the  Company's  estimate  of  the  aggregate  of 
these  increases  being  $805,524  per  year.  Inasmuch  as  the  estimates 
both  of  the  Company  and  of  counsel  representing  the  public  had  been 
prepared  before  this  wage  increase  was  made,  and  it  was  not  prac- 
ticable to  redraft  them  at  that  late  date,  there  was  no  official  mention 
of  such  increase  until  near  the  conclusion  of  the  hearings,  when  it 
was  suggested  that  proper  allowances  be  made  therefor  in  the  exhibits 
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as  originally  prepared.  The  Company  also  filed  additional  exhibits 
based  on  the  inclusion  of  such  wage  increases,  and  contended  that  an 
increase  of  fares  from  six  to  seven  cents,  vdth  four  tickets  for  twenty- 
five  cents,  would  not  suffice  to  enable  it  to  render  adequate  service  and 
meet  its  corporate  requirements,  including  such  wage  increase,  and  that 
for  these  purposes  a  fare  of  ten  cents  would  be  required,  with  two 
tickets  for  fifteen  cents.  It  was  estimated  by  the  Company's  witness, 
Mr.  John  E.  Zimmermann,  of  the  firm  of^Day  &  Zimmermann  of 
Philadelphia,  that  with  the  base  rate  at  ten  cents,  from  ninety  to 
ninety-nine  per  cent,  of  the  Company's  patrons  would  use  tickets  at 
the  reduced  rate  of  seven  and  one-half  cents  each.  Subsequently  it 
was  suggested  that  a  base  rate  of  eight  cents,  with  tickets  at  the  rate 
of  seven  and  one-half  cents,  would  produce  substantially  the  same 
result  and  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  Company. 

On  behalf  of  the  public  it  was  contended  that  with  the  introduction 
of  proper  and  possible  economies  a  base  rate  of  seven  cents,  with  four 
tickets  for  twenty-five  cents,  or  six  and  a  quarter  cents  each,  would 
yield  the  Company  a  sufficient  net  operating  income  to  enable  it  to 
render  adequate  service  and  at  the  same  time  meet  all  its  corporate 
requirements.  Representatives  of  the  Federation  of  Labor  contended 
that  there  should  be  no  further  increases  over  the  existing  base  rate 
of  six  cents;  and  there  were  petitions  filed  in  the  case  asking  the  Com- 
mission to  reduce  the  base  rate  to  the  former  rate  of  five  cents. 

At  the  date  of  the  conclusion  of  the  argument  the  Company's  oper- 
ating figrures  for  the  month  of  August,  1919,  were  not  available,  but 
have  since  been  furnished  the  Commission.  Inasmuch  as  they  were 
furnished  in  compliance  with  Order  No.  4608  above  referred  to,  the 
figures  for  August  will  be  used  in  this  opinion  along  with  the  other 
figures  and  data  which  were  given  in  evidence  at  the  hearings.  It  is 
important  to  note  in  connection  with  these  August  figures  that  the 
wage  increase  above  referred  to  became  effective  August  17th,  1919, 
and  that  the  effect  of  such  wage  increase  is  therefore  reflected  in  part 
in  the  figures  for  that  month. 

EFFECT  OF  FORMER  INCREASE. 

In  its  opinion  in  the  Six-Cent  Fare  Case  this  Conmiission  estimated 
that  the  one-cent  increase  provided  for  in  its  Order  No.  4608  would 
yield  the  Company  approximately  $2,240,000  additional  gross  revenue. 

It  was  shown  in  that  case  that  the  Company's  average  net  earnings 
from  1912  to  1917,  inclusive,  after  the  payment  of  operating  and 
maintenance  expenses,  depreciation  allowances,  taxes  and  fixed  charges, 
had  been  $848,802,  this  sum  having  been  available  for  dividends  and 
surplus  during  that  period. 

It  was  also  shown  that  in  view  solely  of  the  higher  wag^e  scales  pre- 
vailing at  the  date  of  our  order,  and  without  any  regard  whatever  to 
the  higher  prices  of  materials  and  supplies,  the  operations  of  the  Com- 
pany  under  the  existing  five-cent  fare  would  result  in  a  deficit  of 
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$2,163,057  for  the  ensuing  year  as  compared  with  the  above  pre-war 
period. 

The  Commission  concluded  in  that  case  41iat  "if  the  respondent  Com- 
pany is  to  be  put  in  a  position  to  render  adequate  service  t6  the  people 
of  this  community,  it  must  have  a  substantial  increase  in  its  revenues, 
and  that  the  amount  of  such  increase  required  in  the  immediate 
future  is  approximately  the  amount  which  may  reasonably  be  antici- 
pated to  be  yielded  by  *the  increase  of  one  cent  in  practically  all  the 
Company's  fares." 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  Commission  did  not,  in  this  opinion,  commit 
itself  absolutely  to  the  proposition  that  the  Company  should  be  per- 
mitted, at  all  hazards,  to  increases  in  fares  sufficient  to  yield  its  full 
and  exact  pre-war  surplus.  It  is  true,  the  computations  were  made 
upon  that  basis,  but  these  computations  took  account  only  of  increased 
labor  costs,  and  ignored  entirely  increased  costs  of  materials,  the 
Company  itself  having  elected  this  method  of  presenting  its  case,  and 
liaving  asked  only  for  an  increase  of  one  cent  in  its  fares  to  meet  this 
Additional  expense  of  labor. 

Notwithstanding  the  fact  that  for  these  reasons  the  six-cent  fare 
was  not  designed  to  yield  the  Company  its  full  pre-war  surplus,  it  will 
nevertheless  prove  interesting  and  helpful  to  see  how  far  this  one-cent 
increase  has  fallen  short  of  yielding  such  pre-war  surplus  during  the 
«leven  months  from  October  1st,  1918,  to  August  31st,  1919,  the  latest 
date  for  which  operating  figrures  are  available. 

The  Commission's  estimate  in  the  former  case  that  the  increase  in 
fare  from  five  to  six  cents  would  yield  the  Company  increased  gross 
revenues  of  $2,240,000  during  the  year  was  upon  the  assumption  that 
the  Company  would  transport  during  that  year  224,000,000  revenue 
passengers,  this  figure  having  been  the  estimate  of  the  Commission's 
Special  Counsel,  and  the  Company's  representatives  having  contende<^ 
that  such  estimate  was  excessive. 

The  following  table  shows  actual  results  as  compared  with  such 
estimate : 

TABLE  I 

REVENUE  PASSENGERS 

(Actual  and  Estimated) 

1918  Estimated  Actual 

November    19,250,000  18,642,833 

December    18,750,000  19,402,443 


Total   Bal.  1918 38,000,000  38,045,276 
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1919 

January    17,500,000  18,771,764 

February    : 16,500,000  17,540,547 

March    18,000,000  19,613,464 

April 18,000,000  19,711,271 

May   19,000,000  21,260,540 

June    19,500,000  21,021,534 

July   19,700,000  20,966,521 

Augrust    19,500,000  21,557,818 

September    19,000,000  

October   19,500,000  


Total  10  mos.  1919 186,200,000 

"       12     "  224,200,000 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  actual  number  of  revenue  passengers  car- 
ried by  the  Company  since  December  1st,  1918,  have  far  exceeded  the 
estimates  adopted  by  the  Commission  in  its  opinion  in  the  former  case. 
This  fact  is  unquestionably  due  to  the  more  pronounced  prosperity  and 
business  activity  of  the  community  following  the  cessation  of  hostili- 
ties than  was  anticipated  by  the  Commission  at  the  date  of  its  opinion, 
a  demonstrated  fact  which  should  not  be  lost  sight  of  when  we  come 
later  in  this  opinion  to  estimate  upon  the  number  of  revenue  passen- 
gers to  be  carried  in  the  future. 

The  excess  revenue  passengers  over  the  Conmiission's  estimate  re- 
sulted in  a  corresponding  excess  in  the  Company's  gross  receipts  over 
the  Commission's  estimates. 

But  on  the  other  hand  the  transportation  of  this  greater  number  of 
passengers  required  the  Company  to  operate  its  cars  a  grreater  num- 
ber of  car  miles,  this  fact  being  directly  reflected  in  the  Company's 
operating  expenses  during  the  period. 

The  books  of  the  Company  show  that  since  October  1st,  1918,  the 
date  when  the  existing  rate  became  effective,  the  earnings  of  the  Com- 
pany, after  the  payment  of  operating  expenses,  taxes,  depreciation 
allowances  and  fixed  charges,  have  been  materially  less  than  they  were 
during  corresponding  periods  in  the  past.  The  balance  remaining 
after  the  payment  of  the  above  items,  including  flxed  charges,  has 
been  referred  to  in  the  exhibits  and  by  the  witnesses  and  counsel 
throughout  the  hearings  as  the  ''balance  to  surplus,"  and  that  phrase 
will  be  used  with  such  meaning  throughout  this  opinion. 

The  following  table  shows  this  ''balance  to  surplus"  by  months  since 
October  1st,  1918,  and  until  August  31st,  1919,  with  figures  showing 
revenue  passengers  and  car-miles  during  this  period,  and  the  corre- 
sponding figures  for  each  month  during  the  preceding  year  for  com- 
parison : 
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TABLE  II 

OPERATING  RESULTS  BY  MONTHS  UNDER  NEW  RATES 
(Compared  with  same  months  in  preceding  year) 


Revenue  Passengers 

Car-Miles 

BaL  to  Surplus 

1917     1918 

1917     1918 

1917 

1918 

Oct. 

18,499,163  16,649,510 

2,874,178  2,578,092 

$64,688 

♦$60,731 

Nov 

17,517,946  18,642,833 

2,748,368  2,738,459 

20,347 

♦10,425 

Dec 

17,848,006  19,402,443 

2,624,763  2,927,161 

47,076 

♦16,688 

1918     1919 

1918     1919 

1918 

1919 

Jan. . . . 

16,486,891  18,771,764 

2,498,672  2,910,073 

♦18,665 

♦54,190 

Feb 

15,586,460  17,540,547 

2,296,109  2,686,216 

♦20,160 

♦50,077 

March. . 

18,462,512  19,613,464 

2,6817786  2,928,263 

63,603 

25,023 

ApriL. . 

18,772,227  19,711,271 

2,638,216  2,871,591 

40,547 

30,175 

May. . . . 

20,472,092  21,260,540 

2,842,175  3,051,285 

111,654 

83,720 

June. . . 

20,243,356  21,021,534 

2,780,732  2,987,337 

99,731 

63,575 

July 

20,830,858  20,966,521 

2,917,713  3,092,077 

48,465 

44,392 

Aug. . . . 

20,929,425  21,557,818 

2,922,891  3,124,480 

30,169 

♦13,043 

Sept. . . . 

20,355,921  

2,747,900  

♦72,205 

■■  V^  m^^  V^  ^^  %^^   aW  ^m             •■•■«■■■• 

♦Deficit  in  Balance  to  Surplus. 

Note. — October,  1918,  influenza  epidemic. 

The  above  table  shows  that  during  the  eleven  months  the  six-cent 
fare  has  been  in  force  the  Company  has  earned  a  net  balance  to  sur- 
plus of  but  $41,731,  as  against  $488,485  earned  during  the  correspond- 
ing eleven  months  beginning  October  1,  1917,  and  as  against  the  aver- 
age of  $848,802  during  the  entire  years  1912  to  1917,  inclusive. 

During  these  eleven  months  the  Company  transported  215,138,245 
revenue  passengers,  the  additional  revenue  from  whom,  through  the 
one-cent  increase  in  fare,  may  roughly  be  estimated  at  $2,150,000. 
Without  this  additional  revenue  during  these  eleven  months  the  Com- 
pany would  have  sustained  a  deficit  in  operating  and  fixed  charges  of 
$2,108,269,  on  the  basis  of  the  above  figures. 

Its  fixed  charges  during  these  eleven  months  were  $2,916,411,  so 
that  it  is  clearly  demonstrated  that,  without  such  increased  fares 
granted  by  our  Order  No.  4608,  the  Company  would  have  fallen 
$808,142  short  of  being  able  to  pay  the  interest  on  its  bonds  and  other 
interest-bearing  obligations. 

These  facts  do  at  least  two  things : 

First,  they  demonstrate  conclusively  both  the  wisdom  and  reason- 
ableness of  the  increase  in  fares  g^ranted  by  our  Order  No.  4608  of 
January  7th,  1919 ;  and 

Second,  they  demonstrate  just  as  conclusively  the  utter  unreason- 
ableness, certainly  at  the  present  time,  of  the  applications  which  we 
have  received  for  an  order  requiring  the  restitution  of  the  former 
five-cent  base  rate  of  fare. 
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THE  COMPANY'S  PRESENT  NECESSITIES 

The  above  figures  do  not,  however,  necessarily  in  themselves,  justify 
the  present  application  for  an  increase  in  the  fares  of  the  Company 
beyond  the  six-cent  base  rate  established  by  our  former  order. 

In  the  case  now  before  us  the  Commission  has  had  the  benefit  of 
much  more  elaborate  and  exhaustive  studies  of  the  operating  results 
of  the  Company  in  the  past  and  other  relevant  data  than  we  had 
before  us  in  the  formed  case. 

The  exhibits  containing  this  data  included  detailed  studies  of  the 
Company's  primary  and  sub^accounts,  respectively,  by  years  from  1912 
to  1918,  inclusive;  of  the  same  by  months  from  January  1st,  1916,  to 
June  30th,  1919,  supplemented  by  further  more  general  statements  of 
operating  results  for  July  and  August,  1919,  furnished  as  those  figures 
became  available;  tables  and  charts  showing  the  nature,  extent  and 
effect  of  increases  in  the  cost  of  labor  and  materials;  comparisons 
with  the  operating  results  of  similar  companies  in  other  cities;  elabo- 
rate estimates  of  probable  future  operating  results,  accompanied  by 
voluminous  supporting  sheets  and  data;  and  much  other  information 
and  data  not  within  the  above  general  classifications. 

In  addition  to  the  above  data,  which  was  furnished  principally  by 
the  Company,  the  Commission  has  had  the  benefit  of  independent  esti- 
mates and  supporting  data  prepared  by  People's  Counsel  Joseph  S. 
Goldsmith,  and  of  an  elaborate  typewritten  analysis  of  the  Company's 
books,  and  estimate  of  probable  future  operating  results,  prepared  by 
Osborne  I.  Yellott,  who  was  for  five  and  a  half  years  the  Assistant 
General  Counsel  of  this  Commission,  subsequently  participated  in  the 
Six-Cent  Fare  Case,  and  was  again  employed  by  the  State  as  Special 
Counsel  to  assist  in  the  presentation  of  this  case. 

The  Company's  only  witness  was  John  E.  Zimmermann  of  Day  & 
Zimmermann.  Mr.  Zimmermann  was  on  the  stand  under  direct  exami* 
nation  for  six  days,  and  under  cross-examination  for  eight  days. 

While  under  direct  examination,  he  filed  a  large  number  of  exhibits 
dealing  almost  exclusively  with  the  past  earnings  of  the  Company  and 
its  prospective  earnings  under  existing  and  proposed  rates  up  to 
December  31st,  1919,  all  these  estimates  ignoring  the  wage  increase  of 
$805,624  above  referred  to.  Mr.  Zimmermann's  general  plan  in  these 
estimates  was  to  take  the  actual  figures  for  the  first  six  months  of  the 
calendar  year  1919  and  add  to  them  his  estimates  for  the  remaining 
six  months  of  that  year,  thus  showing  the  balance  to  surplus  as  it 
would  be  during  that  calendar  year  if  his  estimates  were  correct,  and 
also  showing  how  far  this  balance  to  surplus  would  fall  short  of  the 
balance  to  surplus  earned  by  the  Company  during  the  year  1916.  His 
estimates  for  the  remaining  six  months  in  1919  were  based  mainly 
upon  actual  car-mile  costs  during  the  first  six  months  of  1919  applied 
to  his  estimates  of  the  car-miles  which  it  would  be  necessary  to  oper- 
ate in  order  to  carry  the  number  of  passengers  which  he  estimated 
would  be  carried  during  such  six  months. 
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The  original  estimates  of  Mr.  Zixmnermann,  Mr.  Goldsmith  and  Mr. 
Yellott  were  all  predicated  upon  the  assumption  that  the  six-cent  fare 
would  continue  in  force  to  the  end  of  the  year,  that  the  amount  of 
maintenance  work  would  be  proportionately  the  same  as  that  done 
during  the  first  six  months  of  the  year,  that  the  proportion  of  car-^ 
miles  operated  to  revenue  passengers  carried  would  remain  substan- 
tially the  same,  and  that  there  wpuld  be  no  increase  in  wages. 

The  estimates  of  Mr.  Zimmermann,  Mr.  Goldsmith  and  Mr.  Yellott, 
respectively,  are  shown  in  comparative  form  in  the  following  table: 


TABLE  III 

COMPARATIVET  ESTIMATES  FOR  1919 

Estimate  for  Year  of  1919 

Yellott  Zimmermann  Goldsmith 

Revenue    Passengers 240,000,000  240,777,100  244,620,000 

Car-MUes   35,520,821  35,721,406     

Average   Fare 5.897c  5.887c  5.887c 

m^m^mmm^^m^^^^m^i^mmm^  ^mm^^^^^^Kmm^^^mmmm^amm  aniMn^k^i^BaHaa^B^^^H^iiM 

Passenger   Revenue $14,140,819  $14,174,548  $14,400,786 

Other  Operating  Revenue 122,360  125,000  122,055 

Total  Operating  Revenue $14,263,179  $14,299,548  $14,522,841 

Maintenance  Ways  and  Struc- 
tures            $885,559  $689,429  $682,856 

Equipment    856,033  860,867  825,207 

Power  Plants,  etc.           58,450  58,229  57,984 

Total   $1,600,042  $1,608,525  $1,665,547 

Operating   Power $986,392  $985,392  $989,445 

Platform  Labor-Pass.  Service..       3,735,211  3,736,297  3,738,354 

Other  Transpor.  Expense 948,420  975,599  927,246 

Traffic   17,896  21,701  25,152 

Accidents  and  Damages 644,324  544,278 

General  and  Miscellaneous 1,212,243  700,474  706,584 

Total    $6,899,162  $7,063,737  $6,931,059 

Taxes $1,410,839  $1,420,142  $1,510,323 

Total  Maint.  Oper.  and  Taxes . .     $9,910,043  $10,092,454  $10,006,929 
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Balance    $4,353,136  $4,207,094  $4,516,912 

Depreciation    713,598  717,609  514,248 

Balance    $3,639,538  $3,489,485  $4,001,664 

Non-operating   Income 40,000  24,250  20,562 

Total    $3,679,538  $3,513,735  $4,022,226 

Fixed    Charges 3,178,949  3,178,950  3,202,854 


• 


Balance  to  Surplus  Before  In- 
come Tax $500,589         $334,785         $819,372 

1918  Federal  Income  Tax  Paid 
in  1919 86,221         

Balance $248,564         

Subsequently  Mr.  Zimmermann  introduced  a  number  of  additional 
exhibits  through  which  he  undertook  to  demonstrate  the  Company's 
necessity  for  greater  allowances  on  account  of  maintenance,  deprecia- 
tion and  accidents  and  damages  than  he  had  made  in  his  original  esti- 
mates, which  were  based  mainly,  as  we  have  stated,  upon  actual 
expenditures  during  the  first  six  months  of  1919.  Still  later  in  the 
hearings  he  presented  other  exhibits  designed  to  show  the  effect  of  the 
wage  increases  above  referred  to,  his  final  exhibit  (Company's  Exhibit 
B)  indicating  the  necessity  for  a  ten-cent  straight  fare,  with  two 
tickets  for  fifteen  cents,  in  order  to  yield  a  balance  to  surplus  of 
$1,017,476  (a  little  less  than  the  1916  balance)  after  the  allowance  of 
the  sums  which  he  claimed  would  be  necessary  for  the  proper  opera- 
tion of  the  Company's  system. 

The  cross-examination  of  Mr.  Zimmermann  developed  the  fact  that 
the  main  differences  between  his  estimates  and  those  of  counsel  for 
the  public  were  in  respect  to  the  following  items : 

1.  Passenger  Revenue; 

2.  Maintenance ; 

3.  ITepreciation  allowance; 

4.  Accidents  and  Damages; 
'    5.  Federal  Income  Tax; 

6.     Proper  balance  to  Surplus. 

Both  People's  Counsel  Goldsmith  and  Special  Counsel  Yellott,  at 
the  time  of  making  up  their  respective  original  estimates,  had  before 
them  the  complete  figures  only  up  to  the  end  of  May,  1919,  although  they 
subsequently  received  from  the  Company  a  few  days  prior  to  the  first 
day  of  the  hearings  the  complete  figures  for  the  month  of  June.  The 
operating  figures  for  the  month  of  July  were  not  furnished  them  until 
the  hearings  were  well  under  way.  Under  the  Company's  methods  of 
accounting  it  is  possible  to  furnish  the  traffic  figures  a  day  or  two 
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after  the  close  of  each  month,  but  the  revenue  and  expense  figures 
cannot  be  shown  until  the  books  for  the  month  have  been  closed,  which 
usually  takes  from  two  to  three  weeks. 

It  goes  almost  without  saying  that  in  a  case  of  this  kind,  where  a 
new  rate  of  fare  has  been  in  force  for  only  a  comparatively  short  time, 
more  satisfying  estimates  can  be  made  as  to  probable  future  results 
from  the  figures  covering  a  period  of  nine,  ten  or  eleven  months,  re- 
spectively, than  from  the  figures  for  shorter  periods. 

The  Commission  now  has  before  it  the  full  figures  for  the  period 
from  January  1st,  1912,  to  September  30th,  1918,  while  the  old  fare  of 
Hve  cents  was  in  force,  and  for  the  further  period  of  October  1st,  1918, 
to  August  31st,  1919,  covering  the  period  the  new  six-cent  rate  has 
been  in  force. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  estimates  of  counsel  for  the  public  were 
prepared  before  the  figures  after  May  30th,  1919,  were  available^  that 
Mr.  Zimmermann'js  original  estimates  were  prepared  with  only  one 
more  month's  data  at  hand,  and  that  many  of  the  differences  between 
the  respective  estimates  are  due  to  the  fact  that  they  were  made  upon 
the  basis  of  incomplete  and  different  data,  the  Commission  has  con- 
cluded that  it  is  .incumbent  upon  it  to  go  through  the  painfully  labor- 
ious task  of  making  its  own  estimate  of  what  would  have  been  the 
probable  operating  results  for  the  entire  calendar  year  of  1919  upon 
the  assumption  that  the  six-cent  fare  had  remained  in  effect  through- 
out the  entire  year. 

In  making  this  analysis  the  Commission  adopted  the  methods  about 
to  be  stated,  using  the  order  in  which  the  items  are  set  up  in  Table  III : 

Revenue  Passengers 

The  first  step  in  estimating  probable  operating  receipts  and  ex- 
penses is  to  determine  the  number  of  revenue  passengers  likely  to  be 
carried  during  the  period  under  consideration.  In  this  case  the  period 
under  consideration  is  the  calendar  year  1919. 

Mr.  Yellott's  estimate  of  the  number  of  passengers  likely  to  be  car- 
ried during  the  year  was  240,000,000.  At  the  time  of  making  this  esti- 
mate he  had  before  him  the  number  of  revenue  passengers  carried 
each  year  during  the  years  1912  to  1918,  inclusive,  and  the  number 
carried  each  month  during  the  years  1916  to  1918,  inclusive.  He  also 
had  before  him  the  figures  showing  the  actual  number  of  passengers 
carried  during  the  first  six  months  of  1919.  Analyzing  the  above 
figures,  he  found  that  the  average  number  of  passengers  carried  dur- 
ing the  first  six  months  of  1916,  1917  and  1918  was  48.4  per  cent,  of 
the  average  for  the  entire  year.  Applying  this  percentage  to  the  total 
for  the  first  six  months  of  1919,  he  found  that  the  number  to  be  car- 
ried during  the  entire  year  upon  this  basis  would  be  243,634,535.  He 
then  applied  the  average  percentage  which  each  month  bore  to  the 
entire  year  during  the  years  1916  to  1918,  inclusive,  and  found  that 
these  figures  ranged  between  239,000,000  and  249,000,000,  the  average 
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being  243,330,500  for  the  entire  year.  He  also  found  that  the  January 
and  February  figures  were  abnormal,  and,  in  order  to  be  conservative, 
took  the  average  in4icated  by  the  remaining  four  months  in  the  first 
half  of  1919,  which  was  approximately  240,000,000  for  the  entire  year. 

Mr.  Goldsmith  took  the  number  of  revenue  passengers  actually  car- 
ried during  the  months  of  March,  April  and  May,  1919,  and  multiplied 
this  by  four,  thus  arriving  at  his  estimate  of  244,620,000. 

Mr.  Zimmermann  had  available  the  monthly  figures  for  the  entire 
period,  1912  to  1918,  inclusive,  but  excluded  the  year  1918  for  the 
reason  that  it  was  in  some  respects  abnormal,  especially  with  respect 
to  the  severe  weather  in  January  and  February  and  the  epidemic  of 
influenza  in  October.  He  then  ascertained  the  average  percentage 
which  the  revenue  passengers  carried  each  month  bore  to  the  number 
carried  during  the  whole  year  throughout  the  period  1912  to  1917, 
inclusive,  and  applied  these  percentages  to  the  last  six  months  of  1919, 
adding  the  result  so  obtained  to  the  actual  number  carried  during  the 
first  six  months.  This  method  resulted  in  his  estimate  of  240,777,100 
for  the  year.  Incidentally,  Mr.  Zimmermann's  table  of  these  percent^ 
ages  showed  that  from  1912  to  1917,  inclusive,  the  Company  had  car- 
ried during  the  first  eight  months  of  each  year  an  averag^eof  65.991 
per  cent,  of  the  number  carried  for  the  entire  twelve  months. 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  methods  adopted  by  Mr.  Yellott  and  Mr. 
Zimmermann  were  strikingly  similar,  but  inasmuch  as  the  latter  had 
available  more  data  than  the  former,  the  Commission  in  making  its 
estimate  has  adopted  the  method  and  figures  used  by  Mr.  Zimmer- 
mann. In  short,  we  have  accepted  Mr.  Zimmermann's  calculations 
that  65.991  per  cent,  of  the  passengers  carried  during  the  year,  from 
1912  to  1917,  inclusive,  were  carried  during  the  first  eight  months  of 
the  year,  and  have  applied  this  percentage  to  the  known  figures  for 
the  first  eight  months  of  1919,  the  result  being  an  estimate  of  243,- 
129,230  revenue  passengers  for  the  entire  year  1919.  In  our  estimate 
we  have  used  the  round  figure  243,000,000. 

Car-Miles 

In  estimating  the  number  of  car-miles  necessary  to  be  run  in  order 
to  carry  the  number  of  revenue  passengers  which  he  had  estimated 
would  be  carried  during  the  last  six  months,  Mr.  Yellott  first  found 
that  the  number  of  revenue  passengers  carried  per  car-mile  had  in- 
creased gradually  from  5.84  in  1912  to  6.96  in  1918,  the  average  for 
the  seven  years  being  6.25.  He  attributed  this  increase  from  year  to 
year  to  growth  in  population,  greater  business  activity,  increase  in 
riding  habit,  larger  cars  and  improvements  in  distribution  of  cars.  He 
then  found  that  the  average  for  the  first  six  months  of  1919  had  been 
6.75,  as  against  6.98  during  the  first  six  months  of  1918,  6.29  during 
the  first  six  months  of  1917,  and  6.33  during  the  first  six  months  of 
1916.  Under  these  circumstances  he  took  the  ^gure  for  the  first  six 
months  of  1919,  to  wit,  6.75,  rather  than  the  higher  figure  of  1918.  He 
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then  applied  this  figure  to  the  number  of  revenue  passengers  esti- 
mated by  him  to  be  carried  during  the  remainder  of  the  year  and 
finally  reached  his  estimate  of  85,520,821  car-miles  to  be  operated 
during  the  entire  year. 

Mr.  Zimmermann's  estimate  of  the  number  of  revenue  passengrers  to 
be  carried  per  car-mile  during  the  last  six  months  of  1919  was  6.74,  as 
against  Mr.  Yellott's  estimate  of  6.75. 

Mr.  Goldsmith  made  no  independent  estimate  as  to  the  number  of 
passengers  per  car-mile  or  number  of  car-miles  to  be  operated. 

The  Commission  found  that  the  number  of  revenue  passengers  car- 
ried per  car-mile  during  the  first  eight  months  of  1919  was  6.7837. 
They  then  found  that  the  number  of  car-miles  operated  during  the 
first  eight  months  of  each  year  from  1912  to  1917,  inclusive,  averaged 
66.954  per  cent,  of  the  number  operated  during  the  entire  year.  This 
percentage  was  applied  to  the  23,651,322  car-miles  operated  during  the 
first  eight  months  of  1919  and  it  was  found  that  the  total  for  the  year 
would  be  35,324,733,  this  figrure  being  used  in  its  subsequent  estimate 
of  operating  costs.  The  use  of  this  figure  in  our  estimates  results  in 
the  assumption  that  the  Comi>any  will  be  able  to  carry  an  average  of 
6.879  revenue  passengrers  per  car-mile  during  the  entire  calendar  year 
1919,  as  against  the  average  of  6.7837  carried  during  the  first  eight 
months  of  the  year.  This  will  require  a  somewhat  better  distribution 
of  service  than  the  Company  has  maintained  in  the  past,  but  this  is 
one  of  the  efiiciencies  which  this  Commission  has  in  mind  the  Company 
should  adopt  in  the  future.  The  exhibits  show  that  the  number  of 
revenue  passengers  carried  per  car-mile  during  the  last  four  months 
of  the  year  is  normally  greater  than  the  average  for  the  first  eight 
months. 

Passenger  Revenue 

An  estimate  of  the  probable  revenue  to  be  derived  from  a  given 
number  of  revenue  passengers  at  a  given  rate  of  fare  involves  neces- 
sarily the  ascertainment  of  the  amount  of  revenue  produced  per  reve- 
nue passenger  by  that  rate  of  fare.  Owing  to  the  use  of  half  fare, 
commutation  books  and  special  tickets,  this  average  revenue  per  reve- 
nue passenger  is  never  as  great  as  the  nominal  fare  itself. 

Mr.  Yellott  found  that  the  average  rate  of  fare  received  by  the  Com- 
pany while  the  five-cent  base  fare  was  in  force  was  4.865  cents.  He 
estimated  that  since  the  six-cent  fare  had  been  in  effect  the  average 
fare  collected  had  been  5.897  cents,  but  at  the  time  of  making  this  esti- 
mate  the  figures  for  May  and  June  were  not  available.  Applsang  the 
above  figures  to  his  estimate  of  revenue  passengers,  he  found  that  the 
passenger  revenue  would  be  $14,140,819. 

At  the  time  of  testifying,  Mr.  Zimmermann  had  the  figures  for  the 
entire  period  October  1st,  1918,  to  July  31st,  1919,  and  found  that  dur- 
ing  this  period  the  average  fare  had  been  oftly  5.887  cents. 

Applying  the  figure  5.887  cents  to  his  total  estimated  revenue  pas- 
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sengers,  Mr.  Zimmermann  got  the  figure  $14,174,548  as  the  probable 
passenger  revenue  during  the  year. 

Mr.  Goldsmith  in  his  estimate  took  the  actual  passenger  revenue 
for  the  months  March,  April  and  May,  1919,  multiplied  this  by  four 
and  reached  the  figure  $14,400,786  for  the  entire  year. 

Under  these  circumstances  the  Commission  has  used  the  Zimmer- 
mann figure  of  5.887  cents,  and  applying  the  same  to  its  estimate  of 
revenue  passengers  for  the  year  has  reached  the  conclusion  that  the 
passenger  revenue  during  the  year  will  be  $14,305,410. 

Other  Operating  Revemie 

There  being  less  than  $3,000  difference  between  the  estimates  of  Mr. 
Zimmermann  and  either  of  the  representatives  of  the  public  in  the 
case  of  this  item,  the  Commission  has  accepted  the  Zimmermann  esti- 
mate of  $125,000. 

Maintenance  and  Depreciation 

Reference  to  Table  III  will  show  that  there  was  relatively  little  dif- 
ference between  the  several  estimates  on  account  of  maintenance  in 
the  original  exhibits  filed  by  Mr.  Yellott,  Mr  Zimmermann  and  Mr. 
Goldsmith,  respectively,  these  exhibits  having  been  as  follows: 

Zim- 

Yellott     mermann  Goldsmith 

Maintenance  Ways  and  Structures. . .  $685,559      $689,429  $682,356 

Equipment    856,033        860,867  825,207 

Power  Plants,  etc 58,450          58,229  57,984 


$1,600,042  $1,608,525  $1,565,547 

In  the  case  of  the  depreciation  allowance,  Mr.  Yellott  estimated 
$713,598  and  Mr.  Zimmermann  $717,609.  Mr.  Goldsmith's  estimate 
was  not  an  estimate  of  depreciation  at  all,  but  was  accepted  as  the 
balance  left  over  after  the  allowance  of  $819,372  balance  to  surplus, 
representing  dividend  payments  made  by  the  Company  during  the 
years  1913  to  1918,  inclusive,  although  he  pointed  out  that  the  result-^ 
ing  depreciation  allowance  of  $514,248  was  substantially  equivalent  to 
the  average  amount  set  aside  on  this  account  during  those  years. 

Both  Mr.  Yellott  and  Mr.  Zimmermann  arrived  at  their  mainte- 
nance figures  by  using  the  car-mile  costs  during  the  first  six  months  of 
1919,  the  ^difference  between  them  being  due  to  the  fact  that  they  used 
different  car-mile  totals.  This  meant  that  both  of  them  assumed  in 
these  estimates  that  no  more  maintenance  would  be  done  per  car-mile 
during  the  latter  half  of  1919  than  had  been  done  during  the  first  half. 

During  the  course  of  his  testimony,  Mr.  Zimmermann  contended 
most  earnestly  that  his  estimate  of  $1,608,525  as  the  cost  of  mainte- 
nance during  the  year  1919  was  much  less  than  the  Commission  should 
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allow  in  its  final  estimate  on  this  account,  and  also  that  his  estimate 
of  $717,609  (5  per  cent,  of  estimated  gross)  in  the  case  of  deprecia- 
tion was  inadequate. 

Mr.  Zimmermann  filed  a  number  of  special  exhibits  covering  these 
points.  In  one  series  of  these  special  exhibits  he  assumed  that  the 
actual  maintenance  work  done  during  the  year  1916  would  furnish  a 
fair  criterion  for  the  amount  which  should  be  done  during  the  year 
1919,  and  estimated  that  the  cost  of  such  amount  of  maintenance  work 
at  1919  prices  would  be  $1,919,496,  as  against  his  estimate  of  $1,608,- 
525  based  upon  the  actual  amount  of  maintenance  done  during  the 
first  half  of  the  year  1919.  He  contended  in  this  connection  that  there 
should  be  a  corresponding  increase  in  the  depreciation  allowance  from 
$717,609  to  $1,140,717— in  other  words,  a  total  allowance  of  $3,050,213 
for  maintenance  and  depreciation  on  the  basis  of  1916  quantities  and 
1919  prices,  as  against  $2,326,134  on  the  basis  of  1919  quantities  and 
1919  prices,  a  difference  of  $726,079,  which  would  amount  to  about 
one-third  of  a  cent  additional  in  the  way  of  fare. 

In  another  series  of  exhibits — and,  in  fact,  this  was  his  final  recom- 
mendation and  conclusion — Mr.  Zimmermann  contended  that  the  Com- 
pany should  be  given  an  allowance  of  nine  cents  per  car-mile  for 
maintenance  and  three  cents  per  car-mile  for  depreciation,  an  esti- 
mated total  of  $4,286,568,  against  his  other  total  of  $2,326,134  based 
on  1919  quantities  and  1919  prices,  an  increased  allowance  on  this 
account  of  $1,960,434,  or  almost  a  full  cent  additional  fare. 

It  is  a  universally  accepted  principle  of  rate-making  that  the  pro- 
prietors of  a  public  utility  are  entitled  to  receive  from  the  public 
through  the  rates  a  sum  not  only  sufficient  to  pay  operating  expenses, 
taxes  and  fair  return  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property  used  in  the 
public  service,  but  in  addition  thereto  a  sum  sufficient  to  maintain  such 
property  in  repair,  and  replace  such  portions  of  the  same  as  may  be 
worn  out  in  the  public  service  or  have  to  be  replaced  from  time  to 
time  for  other  reasons  incident  to  their  use  in  such  service. 

There  is  probably  no  one  subject  in  connection  with  rate-making 
that  has  been  more  discussed  than  this  general  subject  of  maintenance 
and  depreciation,  and  the  difficulties  of  the  subject  to  those  who 
attempt  to  approach  it  along  technical  or  theoretical  lines  are  innu- 
merable. The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  has  never  at- 
tempted any  full  discussion  of  the  subject  which  could  safely  be  taken 
as  a  guide  to  rate-making  bodies. 

For  these  and  other  reasons,  this  Commission  has  always  endeav- 
ored to  approach  the  question  in  a  practical  as  distinguished  from  a 
theoretical  way,  and  in  all  the  cases  which  have  come  before  it  has 
attempted  to  provide  in  the  rate  a  sum  in  dollars  which  will  be  ade- 
quate to  maintain  the  property  in  reasonably  good  operating  condi- 
tion, and  to  provide  in  addition  a  fund  out  of  which  current  replace- 
ments can  be  made  promptly  as  required  from  time  to  time,  without 
any  undue  or  abnormal  enhancement  in  the  cost  of  current  mainte- 
nance. 
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The  Commission  sees  little,  if  any,  ground  for  any  substantial  dis»- 
tinction,  so  far  as  the  public  is  concerned,  between  the  -cost  of  main- 
taining in  good  repair  individual  articles  used  in  the  public  service, 
and  replacing  such  articles  when  they  are  actually  worn  out  and  have 
to  be  retired  from  service.  In  either  event  the  public  should  in  fair- 
ness pay  the  bill,  and  it  is  a  matter  of  no  real  concern  to  the  public 
whether  the  bill  is  made  out  for  maintenance  or  for  replacements. 

The  public  is,  however,  interested  in  replacements  being  promptly 
made,  when  and  as  required.  It  is  also  interested  in  the  proper  and 
equitable  apportionment  of  the  cost  of  the  article  replaced  among 
those  who  have  had  the  benefit  of  its  service  during  its  useful  life. 
The  public  is  also  interested  to  a  considerable  extent,  and  the  utilities 
and  regulatory  bodies  to  an  even  greater  extent,  in  the  continued 
maintenance  of  an  existing  charge  for  service,  as  distinguished  from 
charges  which  are  constantly  fluctuating  up  or  down.  And  it  is  to 
accomplish  the  first  two  of  these  ends,  to  wit,  prompt  replacement  as 
required  and  equitable  apportionment  of  the  cost  of  the  article  re^ 
placed  among  those  who  have  enjoyed  its  service — ^and  to  prevent  the 
second,,  to  wit,  frequently  fluctuating  rates  for  service — that  depre- 
ciation and  kindred  reserves  are  created.  It  therefore  follows  that  it 
is  just  as  much  incumbent  upon  the  general  public  to  pay  through  the 
rates  sums  suflicient  for  adequate  depreciation  reserves  as  it  is  to  pay 
the  cost  of  actual  current  maintenance. 

But,  on  the  other  hand,  there  is  a  correlative  duty  and  obligation 
on  the  part  of  those  who  have  dedicated  their  property  to  the  public 
service  to  keep  such  property  always  in  such  a  condition  of  repair  as 
to  render  adequate  service  to  the  public.  One  who  has  devoted  his 
property  to  the  public  service  cannot,  certainly  under  the  law  of  this 
State,  withdraw  the  entire  property  or  any  considerable  portion  of  the 
same  from  the  public  service  without  the  express  consent  of  the  State. 
And  what  he  cannot  do  in  gross,  he  cannot  lawfully  do  by  piecemeal. 

In  short,  no  public  service  corporation,  or  individual  engaged  in  the 
public  service,  has  the  right,  without  the  consent  of  the  State,  to  dis- 
pose of  the  property  dedicated  to  the  public  service  and  divert  the  pro- 
ceeds thereof  to  the  payment  of  dividends.  And  the  same  principle 
forbids  the  public  service  corporation  neglecting  properly  to  maintain 
its  property  out  of  the  fund  contributed  by  the  public  through  the 
rates  paid  for  the  service,  and  use  those  funds  for  the  payment  of 
dividends.  So  to  do  is  in  effect  to  consume  in  the  payment  of  divi- 
dends property  which  has  been  dedicated  to  the  public  service  and  in 
which  the  public  has  acquired  a  material  interest  by  virtue  of  such 
dedication. 

That  the  petitioning  company  has  not  kept  up  the  maintenance  of 
its  property  during  the  past  several  years  to  the  extent  to  which  it 
should  properly  have  been  kept  up  is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge, 
and  was  frankly  admitted  by  the  Company's  principal  witness  at  the 
hearing.  Some  justification  for  this  state  of  affairs  was  sought  in  the 
fact  that  owing  to  war  conditions  during  this  period  it  was  not  possi- 
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ble  to  keep  up  the  maintenance  of  the  property  as  well  as  it  should 
have  been  kept  up.  This  fact,  coupled  with  the  furtl^r  fact  that  the 
operating  officials  of  the  Company  no  doubt  felt  that  the  prices  of 
labor  and  materials  were  abnormally  high  during  this  period,  and  that 
true  economy  demanded  that  this  maintenance  be  deferred,  may  be 
some  justification  for  the  Company's  conduct  in  deferring  the  same  to 
the  extent  that  it  did. 

But  these  facts,  while  possibly  justifying  the  deferring  of  mainte- 
nance itself,  cannot  be  taken  to  justify  the  Company's  action  in  neg- 
lecting to  provide  for  such  deferred  maintenance  during  the  jieriod  it 
was  so  accruing.  As  was  pointed  out  so  frequently  at  the  hearings  by 
all  the  counsel  representing  the  public  in  this  case,  the  Company  con- 
tinued throughout  the  entire  war  period  to  pay  dividends  upon  its 
common  stock  at  the  accustomed  rate  of  four  per  cent,  per  annum,  and 
not  only  made  absolutely  no  provision  for  taking  care  of  the  deferred 
maintenance  accruing  during  this  period,  but  almost  entirely  ex- 
hausted the  depreciation  reserves  which  it  had  so  slowly  set  up  in  the 
past. 

Under  these  circumstances  this  Commission  feels  that  it  would  be 
grossly  unfair  to  the  public  of  today  and  of  the  immediate  future  to 
provide  in  the  rates  about  to  be  established  the  large  sums  necessary 
either  to  pay  for  the  deferred  maintenance  accruing  during  the  period 
of  the  war,  or  to  set  up  depreciation  reserves  which  could  have  been 
so  easily  set  up  had  dividends  upon  the  common  stock  not  been  paid 
during  the  period  of  the  war. 

It  is  questionable  under  the  law  of  this  State,  as  declared  by  the 
Court  of  Appeals  in  the  Havre  de  Grace  and  Perryville  Bridge  Com- 
pany case,  132  Md.,  16,  whether  this  Commission  has  the  power  under 
the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  to  require  a  public  service  cor- 
poration, against  the  judgment  of  its  directors,  to  set  up  any  specific 
depreciation  reserves,  or  has  the  power  and  authority  to  control  the 
disposition  of  that  reserve.  But,  regardless  of  the  extent  of  its  power 
in  this  connection,  this  Commission  has  considerable  latitude  in  the 
first  instance,  at  least,  in  establishing  rates  to  be  charged  by  public 
service  cori)orations  subject  to  its  jurisdiction,  and  in  respect  to  this 
matter  can  properly  be  guided  to  a  considerable  extent  by  the  provi- 
sions which  it  finds  such  corporations  have  made  both  for  the  current 
maintenance  of  their  properties  and  for  the  prompt  replacement  of 
those  portions  of  the  same  which  may  require  to  be  replaced  from 
time  to  time  for  any  reason.  More  liberal  allowances  for  maintenance 
and  replacement  will  naturally  be  made  by  this  Commission  in  cases 
where  it  finds  proper  and  adequate  provisions  are  made  by  the  owners 
of  the  property  for  the  maintenance  and  replacement  thereof  than  in 
cases  where  it  finds  a  tendency  to  consume  their  property  in  the  pay- 
ment of  unwarranted  dividends.^ 

Mr.  Zimmermann  contended  in  effect  that  the  actual  amount  of 
maintenance  done  by  the  Company  during  the  first  half  of  the  year 
1919  was  materially  less  than  the  actual  amount  done  during  the  first 
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half  of  the  year  1916,  although  the  aggregate  cost  of  such  mainte- 
nance in  the  firsit  half  of  the  year  1919  was  greater  than  its  aggre- 
gate cost  in  the  first  half  of  1916  by  reason  of  the  much  higher  cost  of 
labor  and  material  at  the  present  time.  As  we  have  stated,  in  a 
number  of  his  exhibits  he  sets  up  these  1916  quantities  of  maint6- 
ance  and  1919  prices,  and  his  other  estimates  based  upon  nine  cents 
per  car-mile  for  maintenance  and  three  cents  per  car-mile  for  depre- 
ciation allowances  were  only  finally  adopted  by  him  at  the  very  con- 
clusion of  his  testimony  on  cross-examination. 

The  exhibits  in  the  case  show  that  during  the  years  1912  to  1918, 
inclusive,  expenditures  were  made  as  follows  on  account  of  total 
maintenance  and  the  depreciation  reserve: 

Total  Depreciation 

Year  Maintenance        Allowances  TotcU 

1912 $847,076  $428,574  $1,275,649 

1913 877,309  530,226  1,407,535 

1914 811,724  469,395  1,281,119 

1915 719,279  410,548  1,129,827 

1916 834,116  495,702  1,329,818 

1917 923,641  528,042  1,451,683 

1918 1,300,879  596,485     \  1,897,364 

It  will  be  seen  from  these  figures  that  the  amount  expended  for 
maintenance  during  the  year  1916  was  considerably  above  the  average 
spent  during  the  preceding  years,  also  that  the  appropriation  to  depre- 
ciation was  larger  in  1916  than  it  had  been  during  any  of  the  pre- 
ceding four  years,  with  the  exception  of  1913,  and  was  considerably 
above  the  average  for  the  four  years. 

Under  these  circumstances  we  are  constrained  to  adopt  Mr.  Zim- 
mermann's  view  that  the  appropriations  on  account  of  maintenance 
and  depreciation  in  1916  fairly  represented  the  Company's  conception 
of  the  amounts  proper  to  be  devoted  to  these  purposes,  especially  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  year  1916  ended  with  a  balance  to  surplus  of 
approximately  $300,000  more  than  the  Company  had  earned  during 
any  of  the  four  preceding  years,  and  that  year  was  regarded  as  the 
most  prosperous  in  its  history.  It  is  fair  to  assume  under  these  cir- 
cumstances that  if  the  managing  officers  of  the  Company  had  con- 
ceived that  more  money  was  required  for  maintenance  or  depreciation 
during  the  year  1916  it  would  have  been  expended. 

The  actual  amount  of  the  Company's  proi>erty  subject  to  deprecia- 
tion is  not  materially  greater  at  the  present  time  than  it  was  in  1916. 
Therefore  the  only  factor  to  be  reckoned  with  is  the  increased  cost  of 
labor  and  materials  at  the  present  time  over  their  cost  during  the 
year  1916. 

Mr.  Zimmermann  filed  a  number  of  exhibits  dealing  with  the  in- 
creased cost  of  labor  and  material  at  the  present  time,  some  of  these 
exhibits  going  as  far  back  as  1893.    In  these  exhibits  it  appeared  that 
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the  1919  costs  of  maintenance,  labor  and  material  included,  were 
approximately  101  per  cent,  in  excess  of  the  1916  costs. 

Resorting  to  the  exhibits  showing  the  monthly  expenditures  on  vari- 
ous accounts  during  the  year  1916,  we  find  that  the  average  mainte- 
nance expenditures  per  month  for  the  first  seven  months  of  that  year 
were  $66,039.  During  the  first  seven  months  in  1919  we  find  the 
average  maintenance  expenditures  per  month  were  $183,558,  an  in- 
crease of  a  trifle  over  102  per  cent.,  this  fact  indicating  that  practi- 
cally as  much  maintenance,  in  quantity,  was  done  during  the  first 
seven  months  of  1919  as  during  the  first  seven  months  of  1916. 
!  Going  further,  we  find  that  the  amount  spent  for  maintenance  in 

Aug^ust,  1916,  was  $75,509,  whereas  the  amount  spent  for  maintenance 
in  August,  1919,  was  $196,826,  an  increase  of  160.6  per  cent.,  this 
I  larger  increase  in  the  percentage  being  no  doubt  due  in  part  to  the 

wage  increase  of  August  16th,  1919. 
I  It  is  somewhat  difficult  to  reconcile  Mr.  Zimmermann's  contention 

I  that  the  proper  allowance  for  maintenance  at  the  present  time  would 

I  be  nine  cents  per  car-mile  with  the  fact  that  during  the  year  1916, 

when  the  Company  did  all  the  maintenance  work  which  it  evidently 
thought  necessary,  such  cost  was  at  the  rate  of  but  2.66  cents  per  car- 
mile. 

It  is  evident  from  the  above  fig^ures  as  to  the  actual  expenditures 
for  maintenance  during  the  first  seven  months  of  the  years  1916  and 
1919,  respectively,  if  we  accept  Mr.  Zimmermann's  assumption  that 
the  costs  of  maintenance,  labor  and  material  have  advanced  approxi- 
mately 101  per  cent.,  that  the  Company  has  done  substantially  as 
much  maintenance  work  during  the  first  seven  months  of  1919  as  it 
did  during  the  first  seven  months  of  1916. 

The  car-mile  cost  of  maintenance  during  the  first  seven  months^  of 
1919  was  4.55  cents.  Applying  this  figure  to  the  14,797,891  car-miles 
estimated  by  us  to  be  operated  during  the  last  five  months  of  the  year, 
we  get  the  sum  $674,043  to  be  added  to  $934,910,  the  actual  cost  of 
maintenance  during  the  first  seven  months,  this  addition  resulting  in 
a  total  of  $1,608,953  as  the  estimate  of  the  probable  cost  of  mainte- 
nance during  the  entire  calendar  year  1919. 

Or,  if  we  take  the  actual  maintenance  cost  in  1916  and  increase  it 
by  101  per  cent.,  we  get  the  sum  of  $1,676,573  as  the  probable  cost  of 
maintenance  during  the  entire  year  1919. 

Under  all  the  circumstances  we  have  concluded  to  adopt  this  latter 
figure  as  our  estimate. 

In  the  case  of  depreciation  allowances  to  maintain  the  Company's 
depreciation  reserve,  the  same  being  referred  to  in  the  exhibits  as 
'VIepreciation,"  the  Company  during  the  past  few  years  has  been 
accustomed  to  make  these  allowances  in  per  cent,  of  gross,  the  usual 
allowance  being  five  per  cent,  of  firi*oss.  While  this  may  be  a  con- 
venient method  of  computing  proper  allowances  for  depreciation  in 
cases  where  charges  for  service  run  along  regularly  the  same  from 
year  to  year,  it  must  be  very  evident  that  there  is  little  or  no  log^ic  in 
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its  use  where  such  charges  fluctuate  fronr  time  to  time.  Certain  it  is 
that  this  Company's  depreciable  property  did  not  begin  to  depreciate 
twenty  per  cent,  more  rapidly  overnight  between  September  80th, 
1918y  and  October  1st,  1918,  when  the  five-cent  fare  was  increased  to 
six  cents,  and  the  Company's  grross  revenues  increased  overnight  pro- 
portionately. 

As  we  have  said  in  an  earlier  portion  of  our  discussion  of  the  sub- 
ject of  maintenance  and  depreciation,  this  Commission's  aim  is  always 
to  meet  this  subject  in  a  practical  way.  Ordinarily  depreciation  allow- 
ances are  expressed  in  percentages  of  the  value  of  the  depreciable 
property,  or  equated  over  the  Commission's  valuation  of  the  whole. 
But  in  this  case  the  valuation  of  the  Company's  property  has  never 
been  completed,  and  we  are  therefore  without  that  guide.  Common 
sense  and  a  knowledge  of  the  purposes  and  objects  of  a  depreciation 
reserve  seem  to  dictate  that  by  reason  of  the  enhanced  costs  at  the 
present  time,  depreciation  allowances,  when  expressed  in  dollars,  and 
even  where  there  has  been  no  material  increase  in  quantities,  should 
be  materially  larger  than  in  the  past.  There  would  also  seem  to  be 
some  relation  between  the  car-miles  operated  and  the  amount  set 
aside  from  year  to  year  to  provide  for  replacements. 

Under  the  circumstances  we  have  determined,  not  for  the  purpose 
or  with  the  object  of  establishing  a  precedent,  but  with  the  idea  of 
reaching  an  amount  which  will  be  reasonable  under  the  circumstances 
of  this  particular  case,  to  base  our  estimate  of  depreciation  allow- 
ances for  the  last  four  months  of  the  year  1919  upon  the  car-mile 
ratio  to  such  actual  allowances  during  the  first  eight  months  of  1919. 
These  allowances  during  the  first  eight  months  of  1919  amounted  to 
$475,734,  or  2.01  cents  per  car-mile.  Upon  this  basis  our  estimate  for 
the  depreciation  allowances  for  the  last  four  months  of  the  year  is 
$234,636,  which,  added  to  the  above  $475,734,  makes  $710,370. 

The  allowances  in  the  past  have  been  as  follows : 

1912 $428,574 

1913 530,226 

1914 469,396 

1915 410,548 

1916 495,702 

1917 528,042 

1918 596,485 

Operating  Power  Plant 

Mr.  Zimmermann  in  his  estimate  accepted  June,  1919,  as  fairly  rep- 
resenting the  car-mile  cost  of  power  plant  operation  at  the  present 
time.  We  have  taken  the  actual  cost  for  the  first  six  months  of  1919 
and  estimated  the  cost  for  the  remaining  six  months  by  multiplying 
the  June  cost  per  car-mile,  2.49  cents,  by  the  car-miles  estimated  to  be 
run  during  the  last  six  months,  our  total  being  $975,516,  as  against 
Mr.  Zimmermann's  and  Mr.  Yellott's  estimates  of  $985,392  and  Mr. 
Goldsmith's  estimate  of  $989,445. 
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Platform  Labor 

Mr.  Zimmermann  in  this  case  took  the  car-mile  cost  of  platform 
labor  for  the  first  six  months  of  1919  and  multiplied  it  by  his  esti- 
mate of  car-miles  to  be  run  during  the  remainder  of  the  year,  adding 
the  actual  and  estimated,  and  getting  $3,736,297.  Mr.  Yellott  took  the 
car-mile  cost  for  the  ten  months,  September,  1918,  to  June,  1919, 
inclusive,  and  in  other  respects  following  the  same  course  as  Mr. 
Zimmermann,  estimated  the  cost  for  the  year  at  $3,786,211.  Mr. 
Goldsmith  took  the  actual  amount  paid  for  platform  labor  during 
March,  April  and  May,  1919,  multiplied  this  sum  by  four,  and  got  the 
figure  $3,738,354. 

The  Commission  has  taken  the  average  car-mile  cost  for  the  first 
seven  months  of  1919  and  multiplied  this  by  its  estimated  car-miles  for 
the  last  five  months,  the  total  of  actual  and  estimated  being  $3,701,102. 

Other  Conducting  Transportation 

The  same  methods  were  followed  by  the  several  parties  in  esti- 
mating the  cost  of  this  item  as  they  foUowed  respectively  in  esti- 
mating the  cost  of  platform  labor,  with  the  result  that  the  Commis- 
sion's estimate  is  $959,391,  as  against  Mr.  Yellott's  estimate  of  $948,- 
420,  Mr.  Zimmermann's  estimate  of  $975,599  and  Mr.  Goldsmith's  esti- 
mate of  $927,246. 

Traffic 

Owing  to  the  particular  nature  of  the  items  embraced  in  this 
account,  Mr.  Yellott  concluded  that  it  was  not  properly  susceptible  of 
computation  on  a  car-mile  basis,  the  same  embracing  advertising,  net 
cost  of  parks,  etc.,  and  estimated  that  the  cost  for  the  year  would  be 
$17,896.  Mr.  Zimmermann's  estimate  was  based  on  the  car-mile  cost 
for  the  first  six  months  and  amounted  to  $21,701.  Mr.  Goldsmith's 
estimate  was  based  on  actual  results  for  March,  April  and  May,  1919, 
multiplied  by  four,  and  amounted  to  $25,152. 

The  Commission  had  the  benefit  of  the  July  and  August  figrures  and 
found  that  there  was  a  net  profit  from  the  parks  during  these  two 
months  which  resulted  in  a  credit  item  overbalancing  the  debits  for 
the  year.  It  was  nevertheless  necessary  to  estimate  the  probable  cost 
during  the  remainder  of  the  year,  and  this  was  done  by  taking  the 
actual  cost  for  the  first  six  months,  reducing  the  same  to  a  car-mile 
basis,  multiplying  this  by  the  estimated  car-miles  for  the  last  four 
months,  adding  actual  and  estimated,  and  deducting  the  July  and 
August  credit  items,  leaving  a  net  expense  for  the  year  of  $1,086. 

Accidents  and  Damages 

In  this  case  both  Mr.  Yellott  and  Mr.  Goldsmith  based  their  esti- 
mates upon  the  figures  in  the  exhibits  furnished  them,  which  showed 
actual  appropriations  to  the  accident  reserves  instead  of  actual  ex- 
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penditures  during  the  first  six  months.  This  error  was  corrected  by 
Mr.  Zimmermann  in  his  exhibits  and  testimony,  and  he  also  contended 
that  there  should  properly  be  an  addition  of  $110,000  to  the  accident 
reserves  for  the  current  year.  The  Commission  has  accepted  the  Zim- 
mermann estimate  of  $644,324. 

General  and  MiscellaneoiLS 

In  this  case  Mr.  Yellott  adopted  the  car-mile  basis  from  October  1st, 

1918,  to  June  30th,  1919;  Mr.  Zinunermann  the  car-mile  basis  for  the 
first  six  months  of  1919,  and  Mr.  Goldsmith  the  actual  payments  dur- 
ing March,  April  and  May,  1919,  multiplied  by  four. 

The  Commission  has  adopted  the  car-mile  costs  for  the  first  seven 
months  of  1919  as  the  basis  for  the  remaining  five  months  and  has 
combined  actual  and  estimated,  with  the  result  that  its  estimate  for 
the  year  is  $705,077.  i 

Taxes   (Except  Federal  Income  Tax) 

In  this  case  Mr.  Yellott  estimated  each  class  of  tax  separately,  Mr. 
Zimmermann  applied  the  car-mile  basis  for  the  first  six  months  of 

1919,  and  Mr.  Goldsmith  used  the  actual  payments  for  March,  April 
and  May,  1919,  multiplied  by  four. 

The  Commission  took  the  first  six  months  of  actual  cost  of  all  items 
except  park  tax  and  Federal  income  tax,  multiplied  such  actual  by 
two  for  the  year,  estimated  the  park  tax  on  the  basis  of  6.91  per  cent, 
of  its  total  actual  and  estimated  passenger  revenue  for  the  year,  get- 
ting a  total  of  $1,394,370,  exclusive  of  Federal  income  tax. 

Non-Operating  Income 

Mr.  Zimmermann  estimated  this  on  th»-  basis  of  car-mile  receipts 
for  the  first  six  months,  applying  this  basis  to  estimated  car-miles 
during  the  remaining  six  months  and  adding  the  totals  of  actual  and 
estimated.  The  Commission  followed  the  same  course,  except  that  it 
took  the  car-mile  basis  for  the  first  eight  months,  and  arrived  at  the 
result  $22,475,  which  is  almost  the  exact  result  which  would  have  been 
obtained  by  considering  the  actual  for  the  first  eight  months  as  two- 
thirds  of  the  year  and  computing  the  entire  year  upon  that  basis. 

Fixed  Charges 

In  this  case  both  Mr.  Yellott  and  Mr.  Zimmermann  took  the  actual 
fixed  charges  for  the  first  six  months  of  1919  and  multiplied  this  sum 
by  two  to  get  the  fixed  charges  for  the  year.  Mr.  Goldsmith  took  the 
fixed  charges  for  March,  April  and  May,  1919,  multiplied  this  amount 
by  four  and  got  a  somewhat  higher  sum.'  The  Commission  adopted 
the  method  pursued  by  Mr.  Yellott  and  Mr.  Zimmermann,  and  its  esti- 
mate of  this  item  for  the  year  is  $3,178,950. 

1918  Federal  Income  Ta>x 

The  amount  of  this  tax  was  $86,221.  Mr.  Zimmermann  originally 
included  it  in  his  estimate,  but  subsequently  deducted  it  to  make  his 
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estimate  comparable  with  the  others,  reserving  the  question  for 
further  consideration.  The  Commission  approved  this  course,  think- 
ing it  better  to  reserve  the  question  until  the  1919  estimated  net 
income  and  consequent  Federal  income  tax  on  that  year's  receipts 
have  been  determined. 

The  results  of  the  aforegoing  computations  of  the  Commission  are 
shown  in  the  following  table: 

TABLE  IV 
COMMISSION'S  ESTIMATED  INCOME  STATEMENT 

For  Calendar  Year  1919 

Per  Cent.       Per 
Amount        of  Grose    Car-Mile 

Car-Miles    35,324,738 

Revenue    Passengers 243,000,000 

Average  Fare 5.887c 

Passenger   Revenue $14,305,410      99.1338      40.4969c 

Other  Operating  Rev 125,000  .8662  .3538 

Total   $14,430,410     100.0000      40.8507 

Maint.  Way  and  Structure 

Maint.   Equipment 

Maint.  Power  Plant 

Total    Maintenance $1,676,573       11.6183        4.7462 

Oper.  Power  Plants,  Etc $975,515  6.7602  .2.7616 

Platform   Labor 3,701,102  25.6477  10.4773 

Other  Trans.  Expense 959,391  6.6485  2.7159 

Traffic   1,086  .0075  .0031 

Accidents  and  Damages 644,324  4.4651  1.8240 

General  and  Misc 705,077  4.8861  1.9960 

Total  Operating $6,986,495      48.4151       19.7779 

Taxes  (except  Fed.  Inc.  Tax) $1,394,370        9.6627        3.9473 

Total  Oper.  Main,  and  Taxes $10,057,438      69.6961      28.4714 

Balance    $4,372,972      30.3039      12.3793 

Depreciation    710,370        4.9227        2.0109 

— ^ 

Balance    $3,662,602      25.3812      10.3684 

Non-Operating  Income 22,475  .1557  .0636 

Total    $3,685,077      25.5369      10.4320 

Fixed   Charges 3,178,950      22.0295        8.9992 

Balance  to  Surplus $506,127        3.5074        1.4328 
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The  Wage  Increase  of  August  17th,  1919 

Company's  Exhibit  No.  13  F-1  shows  the  effect  of  the  principal  wage 
increases  of  August  17th,  1919,  as  follows : 

TABLE  V 
PRINCIPAL  WAGE  INCREASES  AUGUST  17,  1919. 

Old  Rate  New  Rate 

Platform  Employees — First  3  mos .41  hour  .46  hour 

Next  9  mos 43    "  .48    " 

Thereafter 46    "  .60    " 

Line    Superintendence $180.00  mo.  $200.00  mo. 

Dispatcher   6.60  day  6.00  day 

Car  Cleaners   (Male) 8.00   '*  3.30   " 

Street  Inspectors   170.00  mo.  186.00  mo. 

First-class  Mechanics   6.00  day  6.00  day 

Shop  Foremen 200.00  kno.    ,  230.00  mo. 

Fireman    6.80  day  6.80  day 

Watch  Engineers   6.80   "  6.00   " 

Electrical  Operators   6.60   "  6.15   " 

Sub-station   Operators    6.60   "  6.00   " 

Linemen    6.00   "  6.60   " 

Asst.  Engineers  200.00  mo.  226.00  mo. 

Pavers    6.00  day  6.60  day 

Rammers    3.76   **.  4.16   " 

Laborers     3.60   "  4.00   " 

Construction  Supervisors 160.00  mo.  166.00  mo. 

General  Office  and  Mis.  Employees Approx.  10%  inc. 

Company  Exhibit  No.  13  F  purports  to  show  the  estimated  cost  of 
the  above  wage  increase  based  on  hours  of  labor  for  the  preceding 
twelve  months,  as  follows : 

TABLE  VI 
ESTIMATED  COST  OF  WAGE  INCREASE  OF  AUGUST  17,  1919 

CUi88  of  Employee                                          Total  Days  Amount 

Conductors  and  Motormen 834,694  |399,748 

Othei;  Transportation  Employees 110,611  46,977 

Car  House  Employees 68,447  64,306 

Shop   Employees ' 166,748  121,518 

Power   Employees 102,727  46,696 

Roadway   Employees 183,892  98,867 

General  Office  and  Miscellaneous  Employees         84,668  38,923 

Total : 1,640,677  $806,624 
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There  was  no  effort  upon  the  part  of  counsel  for  the  public  to  attack 
or  impeach  the  above  estimates,  and  as  the  Commission  has  no  reason 
to  believe  the  same  are  not  accurate,  it  will  adopt  the  amount  of 
$805,524  as  the  cost  of  such  increase. 

In  doing  so,  however,  we  are  not  unmindful  of  the  evidence  in  the 
case  to  the  effect  that  certain  of  the  above  classes  of  labor  were  noto- 
riously inefficient  during  a  large  portion  of  the  period  used  as  the 
basis  of  such  estimate,  and  that  there  is  good  reason  to  hope  that 
greater  efficiency  in  the  case  of  such  classes  of  labor  will  be  brought 
about  in  the  near  future. 

While  we  use  the  above  figure,  therefore,  for  the  purpose  of  our 
final  calculations,  it  is  so  used  with  this  reservation. 

Balance  to  Surplus 

Table  IV  shows  that  the  Commission's  estimated  balance  to  surplus 
on  the  basis  of  the  wage  scales  in  effect  prior  to  August  17th,  1919, 
was  $506,127.  From  this  balance  to  surplus  the  cost  of  the  wage 
increase  for  the  remainder  of  the  year  should  properly  be  deducted  in 
order  to  determine  the  true  1919  balance  to  surplus. 

We  will  assume  for  our  present  purposes  that  the  effect  of  the  con- 
tinuance of  this  wage  increase  for  the  four  and  a  half  months  from 
Augrust  17th  to  December  31st  would  be  to  increase  the  expenses  of 
the  Company  four  and  one-half  twelfths  the  total  increase,  $805,524, 
or  $302,071. 

This  amount  deducted  from  our  balance  to  surplus  of  $506,127,  per 
Table  V,  would  leave  a  true  balance  of  $204,056  for  the  current  year. 

The  following  table  shows  the  balance  to  surplus  by  years  from 
1912  to  1918,  inclusive : 

TABLE  VII 

BALANCE  TO  SURPLUS  BY  YEARS 

Balance  to  Cumulative 

Year  Surplus  Average 

1912 $678,042 

1913 792,322  $735,182 

1914. ,) 819,368  763,244 

1915 819,368  777,275 

1916 1,108,124  843,445 

1917 875,587  848,802 

1918 332,652  775,066 

Reference  to  an  early  portion  of  this  opinion,  or  to  our  opinion  in 
the  Six-Cent  Fare  Case,  will  show  that  in  that  case  we  established  the 
period  1912  to  1917,  inclusive,  as  the  pre-war  period,  and  the  pre-war 
surplus  as  $848,802. 


278  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

Deducting  the  above  $204,056  from  such  pre-war  surplus  of  $848,- 
802,  we  find  that  by  following  this  method  of  computation  there 
would  be  at  the  end  of  the  year  a  deficit  of  $644,746  under  the  pre- 
war surplus. 

To  have  required  all  the  revenue  passengers  since  August  17th,  1919, 
up  to  December  31st,  1919,  to  make  up  this  deficit  would  have  required 
an  increase  in  the  fare  of  approximately  seven-tenths  of  one  cent,  or 
to  require  those  using  the  cars  after  October  1st  and  until  December 
31st  to  make  up  the  same  would  require  an  increase  in  the  fare  of 
over  one  cent. 

It  is  not  possible,  of  course,  at  this  date  for  the  Commission  to  pass 
an  order  which  would  require  patrons  who  have  used  the  cars  in  the 
past  to  pay  the  Company  the  balance  of  the  fares  which  they  should 
have  paid  in  order  to  rende^*  the  Company  adequate  compensation  for 
the  service  rendered,  and  whatever  may  be  the  justice  of  the  Com- 
pany's contention  that  our  order  now  should  provide  compdhsation  for 
the  losses  sustained  since  the  date  of  the  filing  of  the  petition  for  an 
increase  in  fares,  the  Commission  feels  that  the  ends  of  justice  can 
best  be  subserved  by  projecting  the  estimates  for  1919  into  the  year 
1920  and  assuming  that  the  estimates  for  the  year  January  1st,  1919, 
to  December  31st,  1919,  would  apply  equally  well  to  the  year  October 
1st,  1919,  to  September  30th,  1920. 

There  are  no  such  evidences  at  the  present  time  of  prospective  re- 
ductions in  the  cost  of  labor  or  materials  as  to  justify  this  Commis- 
sion in  predicating  the  relief  to  be  granted  the  Company  upon  the 
assumption  that  there  will  be  such  reductions.  We  will  therefore 
assume  that  our  estimated  balance  to  surplus  of  $506,127  is  the  bal- 
ance to  surplus  which  the  Company  would  have  earned  during  the 
year  October  1st,  1919,  to  September  30th,  1920,  had  there  not  been 
the  wage  increase  of  August  17th,  1919. 

Special  Counsel  Yellott  in  his  argument  at  the  conclusion  of  the 
case  laid  particular  stress  upon  the  fact  that  both  his  and  Mr.  Zim- 
mermann's  estimates  were  based  upon  actual  figures  for  the  first  six 
months  of  1919,  the  estimated  figures  for  the  last  six  months  having 
been  predicated  largely  upon  unit  costs  during  that  period,  and  that 
consequently  any  projection  of  these  estimates  beyond  December  31st, 
1919,  would  have  to  be  upon  the  assumption  that  operating  results 
would  be  no  more  efficient  and  conditions  generally  no  better  from  the 
standpoint  of  the  Company  than  they  had  been  during  the  first  six 
months  of  1919. 

The  Commission  thinks  this  point  is  well  taken,  and  feels  that  it  is 
but  reasonable  to  assume  that  many  of  the  unfavorable  operating  con- 
ditions which  existed  during  the  latter  part  of  1918  and  the  first  half 
of  1919  will  not  continue  on  in  full  force  and  effect  into  any  consider- 
able period  in  the  future.  It  is,  however,  impossible  for  this  Commis- 
sion to  estimate  in  terms  of  dollars  and  cents  the  effect  of  this  antici- 
pated improvement  in  operating  conditions,  just  as  it  is  impossible  for 
the  Commission  to  foretell  with  any  degree  of  accuracy  whether  or 
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not  there  may  arise  other  conditions  in  the  future  which  will  affect 
the  Company  adversely.  About  all  we  can  do  under  the  circumstances 
is  to  assume,  and  we  think  we  are  justified  in  so  assuming,  that  oper- 
ating conditions  in  many  of  the  respects  referred  to  by  both  the  Peo- 
ple's Counsel  and  Special  Counsel  in  their  arguments,  and  during  their 
cross-examination  of  Mr.  Zimmermann,  will  not  be  as  unfavorable  to 
the  Company  as  they  were  during  the  latter  part  of  1918  and  first 
half  of  1919.  This  assumption  has  had  some  weight  with  this  Com- 
mission in  reaching  its  conclusions  in  this  case,  but,^s  we  have  said, 
is  not  one  which  can  be  reduced  even  approximately  to  figures. 

We  are  therefore  deducting  our  estimated  balance  to  surplus  of 
$506,127  from  the  $805,524  wage  increase,  and  conclude  that  with  such 
wage  increase  in  effect  the  Company  will  earn  during  the  year  Octo-- 
ber  1st,  1919,  to  September  30th,  1920,  $299,397  less  than  the  amount 
necessary  to  pay  its  interest  charges  in  full  unless  greater  revenues 
are  given  it  through  an  immediate  increase  in  fares. 

In  the  former  case,  as  we  have  hereinbefore  stated,  this  Commission 
did  not  commit  itself  absolutely  to  the  proposition  that  the  Company 
should  be  permitted  at  all  hazards  to  charge  fares  which  would  enable 
it  to  earn  its  pre-war  surplus,  although  we  permitted  an  increase  in 
fares  designed  to  accomplish  substantially  that  result. 

Our  hesitancy  to  commit  ourselves  absolutely  upon  this  point  in  our 
previous  opinion  and  order  was  due  largely  to  the  fact  that  we  hoped 
and  rather  expectejd  that  with  the  resumption  of  peace  there  would 
come  about  a  general  and  fairly  rapid  reduction  in  the  prices  of  labor 
and  commodities  which  would  prove  the  continuance  of  the  increased 
fare  authorized  in  that  case  to  be  unnecessary. 

At  the  present  time  we  see  no  evidences  of  any  such  general'  reduc- 
tion in  the  prices  of  either  labor  or  commodities,  although  it  is  true 
that  there  are  some  few  commodities  which  have  recently  fallen  in 
price.    These  are,  however,  the  exceptions  rather  than  the  rule. 

For  these  and  other  reasons  the  Commission  feels  that  it  would  be 
unwise,  misleading  and  inexpedient  to  continue  the  fixing  of  rates  for 
our  public  utilities  upon  the  basis  of  a  war  emergency. 

At  the  same  time  we  feel  that  conditions  today  are  so  far  from  nor- 
mal that  it  would  be  unwise  for  the  present  for  us  to  revert  to  the 
former  method  of  fixing  rates  solely  upon  the  basis  of  valuation. 

Rates  for  service  in  the  case  of  public  utilities  are  ordinarily  fixed 
in  the  hope  that  they  will  continue  in  force  without  change  for  long 
periods  of  time.  Realizing  as  we  do  that  present  costs  are  abnormal, 
that  they  are  not  likely  for  many  years,  if  at  all,  to  return  to  their 
former  or  pre-war  level,  and  that  they  will  ultimately  find  their  new 
post-war  level,  which  will  probably  be  higher  than  the  pre-war  level 
but  lower  than  the  present  day  abnormal  cost,  the  Commission  is  of 
the  opinion  that  in  this  interim  of  social  unrest  and  business  uncer- 
tainty some  better  and  more  satisfactory  basis  of  fixing  rates  for  the 
period  of  such  unrest  should  be  found  than  either  war  emergency  or 
valuation. 
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Heretofore,  in  this  Commission's  decisions  and  orders  in  the  two 
recent  cases  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany, to  wity  the  Electric  Rate  case  and  the  Gas  Rate  case,  and  to  a 
very  considerable  extent  in  our  former  order  in  the  United  Railways 
&  Electric  Company  Six-Cent  Fare  case,  we  have  been  largely  gov- 
erned in  reaching  our  conclusion  by  the  existing  corporate  require- 
ments of  the  several  companies  under  the  peculiar  circumstances  exist- 
ing at  the  time  of  our  order. 

In  short,  we  have  felt  in  all  these  cases  that  the  best  interests  of 
the  public  of  this  city  and  State  peremptorily  demanded  that  these  cor- 
porations be  permitted  to  charge  rates  for  their  services  which  would 
yield  them  revenues  sufficient  both  to  enable  them  to  render  the  public 
•  adequate  service  for  the  present  and  to  maintain  their  properties  and 
affairs  in  a  condition  to  continue  to  render  the  public  such  adequate 
/  service  until  such  time  in  the  future  as  conditions  can  fairly  be  con- 
sidered to  have  become  normal.  When  that  time  comes,  it  will  be 
time  enough  to  adopt  methods  which  will  result  in  greater  perma- 
nency of  rates. 

It  is  true  that  this  principle  furnishes  no  standard  by  which  relief 
can  be  given  to  other  public  utilities  operating  under  somewhat  simi- 
lar conditions,  but  whose  corx>orate  requirements  are  materially  differ- 
ent from  those  of  the  corporation  in  the  case  of  which  such  principle 
may  have  been  applied.  For  illustration,  the  corporate  requirements 
of  a  public  utility  having  a  large  bonded  indebtedness  at  a  high  rate 
of  interest  might  well  be  materially  greater  than  the  corporate  re- 
quirements of  another  utility  having  a  relatively  small  funded  debt  in 
comparison  with  the  actual  value  of  its  property  and  paying  a  corre- 
spondingly low  rate  of  interest. 

And  this  Commission  would  not  for  a  moment  contend,  nor  does  it 
admit,  that  a  proper  application  of  the  above  principle  would  neces- 
sarily require  the  allowance  of  a  larger  relative  balance  to  surplus  in 
the  case  of  the  former  company  than  in  the  case  of  the  latter,  regard- 
less of  all  other  circumstances. 

The  fixing  of  rates  of  charge  for  the  service  of  public  utilities  is 
essentially  a  business  problem,  and,  as  was  so  tersely  said  by  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Hughes  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  Min- 
nesota Rate  Cases,  is  not  a  matter  of  formulas.  This  same  proposi- 
tion has  repeatedly  been  stated  by  the  Supreme  Court  in  other  ways. 

For  instance,  it  has  been  held  that  regulatory  bodies  in  making  their 
valuations  of  property  used  in  the  public  service  for  the  purpose  of 
fixing  rates  must  use  their  best  judgment  in  the  endeavor  to  arrive  at 
a  valuation  which  will  be  just  and  fair  as  between  the  public  and  the 
owners  of  the  property  under  all  the  facts  and  circumstances  of  the 
particular  case. 

Again  it  has  been  held  that  there  is  no  standard  rate  of  return  upon 
investment  which  should  be  allowed  by  regulatory  bodies  under  any 
and  all  conditions,  but  that  the  proper  rate  of  return  to  be  allowed  in 
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any  given  case  is  the  rate  which  would  be  fair  and  just  as  between  the 
public  and  the  owners  under  the  circumstances  of  that  particular  case. 

Likewise  it  has  been  held  that  in  prescribing  the  charg^es  to  be  made 
by  the  utility  for  its  services,  those  charges  shall  not  follow  any  set 
standard,  but  shall  be  such  as  are  just  and  fair  as  between  the  public 
and  the  owners  of  the  property  under  all  the  facts  and  circumstances 
of  the  particular  case. 

Thus  we  see  that  at  every  stage  of  rate-making  the  regulatory  body 
is  expected  to  use  its  best  judgment  and  discretion  in  the  premises 
and  render  judgments  which  will  be  based  in  large  part  at  least  upon 
the  facts  and  circumstances  of  the  i>articular  cases  before  them. 

In  short,  we  must  take  each  case  as  we  find  it,  and  endeavor  to 
adopt  that  form  and  measure  of  relief  which  we  think  best  adapted  to 
the  circumstances  of  that  particular  case. 

In  the  course  of  our  opinion  in  the  Six-Cent  Fare  case  this  Com- 
mission said  as  to  the  United  Railways  &  Electric  Company  of  Balti- 
more: 

''In  the  course  of  a  relatively  few  years  the  street  railway 
has  become  one  of  the  most  important  adjuncts  to  life  in  all 
•  thickly  populated  communities.  With  water,  gas  and  elec- 
tricity, it  has  become  one  of  the  prime  necessities  of  life. 
Without  it,  business  would  come  almost  to  a  standstill,  and 
social  life  in  our  cities  and  suburban  communities  would  be 
most  radically  changed.  So  dependent  have  the  people  of  our 
cities  become  upon  the  street  railway  that  an  interruption  of 
only  an  hour  or  so  in  the  service  is  almost  instantly  felt 
throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  community,  and 
continuous  bad  or  inadequate  service  is  a  thing  which  no  com- 
munity will  long  tolerate  if  redress  of  any  kind  can  be  found. 

''From  the  above  reasons  it  follows  that  the  prime  obliga- 
tion which  any  State  regulatory  body,  such  as  a  public  service 
commission,  owes  to  the  public  in  connection  with  the  prop- 
erty and  affairs  of  a  street  railway  corporation  is,  first,  to 
see  that  the  property  of  such  corporation  is  at  all  times  so 
constructed,  equipped  and  maintained  as  to  enable  those  in 
charge  of  the  same  to  render  at  all  times  adequate  service  to 
the  public,  and,  second,  to  see  that  such  character  of  service 
is  at  all  times  rendered. 

"The  former  proposition  required  that  the  Company  shall 
at  all  times  be  kept  in  such  a  condition,  financially,  that  it 
can  command  investments  in  its  property  by  the  investing 
public,  in  order  that  necessary  extensions  to  meet  the  de- 
mands of  a  rapidly  growing  community  may  be  made 
promptly  when  and  as  required,  and  that  its  road-bed,  power- 
houses and  equipment  may  always  be  of  a  type  and  capacity 
to  render  adequate  service  economically  and  efficiently.  There 
is  no  statutory  law  which  can  be  resorted  to  in  order  to  com- 
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pel  the  investing  public  to  invest  its  money  in  a  public  utility 
rather  than  in  any  other  class  of  enterprise,  and  the  only 
laws  which  can  be  appealed  to  are  the  natural  laws  of  trade 
and  commerce  which  lead  men  to  invest  their  money  where  it 
may  reasonably  be  expected  to  yield  them  a  fair  return  for 
its  use,  and  forbid  the  investment  of  money  where  there  is 
no  reasonable  hope  or  expectation  of  such  a  return. 


^Consequently  it  follows  that  a  State  regrulatory  body  could 
do  no  greater  harm  to  a  community  so  entirely  dependent 
upon  the  service  of  a  street  railway  company  as  the  public 
of  Baltimore  is  dependent  upon  the  service  of  the  respondent 
Company  than  to  refuse  to  permit  it  to  charge  such  rates  for 
its  service  as  will  enable  it  at  all  times  both  to  command  the 
investment  of  money  necessary  for  the  making  of  required 
extensions  and  continued  maintenance  of  its  property  in  effi- 
cient condition,  and  also  to  render  such  character  of  service 
as  the  needs  of  the  community  reasonably  require.  So  to 
refuse  would  not  only  be  to  render  it  physically  impossible 
for  the  Company  to  render  adequate  service,  but  would  also  • 
be  to  drive  the  Company  itself  into  a  position  of  pecuniary 
decrepitude  which  would  in  the  end  result  in  bankruptcy  and 
dissolution,  after  a  long-drawn-out  period  of  such  inadequate 
service,  during  which  the  proi)erty  and  equipment  would  fall 
into  a  condition  of  disrepair  which  could  only  be  corrected 
after  the  lapse  of  many  years  and  the  expenditure  of  many 
millions  of  dollars." 

The  exhibits  in  this  case  show  that  the  petitioning  Company  had 
outstanding  June  30th,  1919,  net  funded  securities  amounting  to 
$64,762,000,  and  our  estimates  show  that  the  Company's  fixed  charges 
amount  at  the  present  time  to  $3,178,950,  the  great  bulk  of  this 
amount  being  made  up  of  interest  charges  on  the  above  funded  secu- 
rities. 

The  exhibits  also  show  that  on  June  1st,  1922,  there  will  be  due 
$3,000,000  of  the  City  &  Suburban  Railway  First  Mortgage  Five  per 
Cent,  underlying  bonds;  that  on  November  1st,  1929,  there  will  be  due 
$1,500,000  of  the  Baltimore  Traction  Company  First  Mortgage  Five 
per  Cent,  bonds;  that  on  October  1st,  1931,  there  will  be  due  $4,946,000 
Maryland  Electric  Railways  First  Mortgage  Five  per  Cent,  bonds, 
guaranteed  by  the  petitioning  Company,  $823,000  of  these  bonds  now 
being  in  the  treasury  of  said  Company;  that  on  March  1st,  1932,  there 
will  be  due  $600,000  of  the  Central  Railway  Extension  and  Improve- 
ment Five  per  Cent,  mortgage  bonds,  and  on  May  1st,  1932,  $700,000 
of  said  Central  Railway  Company  Consolidated  Five  per  Cent,  mort^ 
gage  bonds,  both  underlying  issues. 

Meanwhile,  on  February  1st,  1922,  there  will  be  due  $1,222,000  of 
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the  petitioning  Company's  five-year  five  per  cent,  gold  notes;  on 
August  15th,  1922,  $1,528,000  of  the  Company's  five-year  convertible 
five  per  cent.  g:old  notes,  and  on  the  same  day  $3,000,000  of  the  Com- 
pany's five-year  convertible  six  per  cent,  gold  notes. 

In  addition  to  the  above  the  Company  has  at  the  present  time  a 
number  of  outstanding  bills  payable,  for  the  funding  of  which  ar- 
rangements must  be  made  in  the  near  future. 

From  the  above  it  will  be  seen  that  between  the  present  time  and 
August  15th,  1922,  the  Company  must  refinance  over  $8,000,000  of 
existing  interest-bearing  obligations,  in  addition  to  which  it  must  pro- 
vide by  some  form  of  financing  for  additional  large  sums  covering  nec- 
essary additions,  betterments  and  extensions. 

In  our  opinion  in  the  Six-Cent  Fare  case  we  commented  upon  the 
fact  that  during  the  period  1912  to  1917,  inclusive,  the  average  fixed 
charges  of  the  petitioning  Company  had  amounted  to  $2,810,807  and 
its  average  balance  to  surplus  $848,802,  saying  in  this  connection : 

''It  will  be  noted  that  the  above  net  earnings  amounted  to 
approximately  one  and  one-third  times  the  amount  of  the 
Company's  fixed  charges,  a  ratio  by  no  means  excessive  in 
view  of  the  desirability  of  upholding  the  credit  of  the  Com- 
pany, and,  in  fact,  considerably  less  than  that  demanded  by 
reasonably  conservative  investors." 

In  the  case  now  before  us  there  was  adduced  a  considerable  amount 
of  testimony  relative  to  the  unmarketability  under  existing  conditions 
of  street  railway  securities  upon  anything  like  favorable  terms  where 
such  corporations  had  earnings  available  for  interest,  dividends  and 
surplus  less  than  one  and  two-thirds  times  or  double  their  fixed 
charges.  Numerous  instances  were  given  of  the  high  cost  of  money  in 
the  case  of  the  sale  of  street  railway  securities  in  the  recent  past. 

This  opinion  has  already  been  so  far  prolonged  that  we  will  not  stop 
to  discuss  this  subject  further  than  to  say  that  the  high  cost  of  finan- 
cing in  the  case  of  public  utilities  is  one  which  ordinarily  falls  directly 
upon  the  consumer  and  must  be  paid  by  him  through  the  rates  charged 
for  the  service,  and  to  refer  to  the  latest  decision  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  touching  upon  this  subject  and  recognizing 
the  difficulties  of  financing  under  existing  conditions  in  the  case  of 
public  service  corporations. 

In  the  case  of  the  Lincoln  Gas  &  Electric  Light  Company  v.  City 
of  Lincoln,  decided  June  2nd,  1919,  Mr.  Justice  Pitney,  delivering  the 
opinion  of  the  Court,  said : 

"It  is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge  that,  owing  princi- 
pally to  the  World  War,  the  costs  of  labor  and  supplies  of 
every  kind  have  greatly  advanced  since  the  ordinance  was. 
adopted,  and  largely  since  this  cause  was  last  heard  in  the 
court  below    And  it  is  equally  well  known  that  annual  re- 


284  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

turns  upon  capital  and  enterprise  the  world  over  have  mate- 
rially increased,  so  that  what  would  have  been  a  proper  rate 
of  return  for  capital  invested  in  gas  plants  and  similar  pub- 
lic utilities  a  few  years  ago  furnishes  no  safe  criterion  for 
the  present  or  for  the  future." 

Under  the  circumstances,  this  Commission  has  no  hesitancy  in  say- 
ing that  the  best  interests  of  the  public  with  respect  to  the  petition- 
ing Company  require  that  it  should  earn  a  balance  of  not  materially 
less  than  one  and  a  half  times  its  fixed  charges  after  the  payment  of 
operating  expenses,  taxes  and  the  making  of  reasonable  allowances 
for  its  accident  and  depreciation  reserves. 

Our  calculations  show  that  the  amount  of  additional  earnings  re- 
quired to  produce  this  sum  is  approximately  $1,000,000. 

Reference  to  Table  IV,  our  estimated  income  statement,  will  show 
that  we  estimate  the  Company's  total  net  receipts  for  the  year,  before 
deducting  fixed  charges,  to  be  $3,685,077.  If  this  amount  be  increased 
by  $1,000,000  it  will  be  found  to  be  something  less  than  one  and  one- 
half  times  the  Company's  interest  charges. 

Testing  the  above  conclusion  in  ftnother  way,  we  find  that  on  August 
31st,  1919,  the  Company's  funded  and  floating  debt  amounted  to  $65,- 
996,000.  If,  now,  we  were  to  accept  as  correct  the  contention  so  fre- 
quently made  that  the  Company's  outstanding  stock  to  the  amount  of 
$20|484,200  represents  no  actual  value,  and  assume  that  the  outstand- 
ing funded  and  floating  debt  represents  the  full  fair  value  of  the 
Company's  property,  we  will  find  that  the  above  return  of  $4,685,000, 
which  wie  have  stated  to  be  a  reasonable  return,  amounts  to  a  return 
of  barely  seven  per  cent,  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  Company's  prop- 
erty as  indicated  by  its  outstanding  funded  and  floating  debt. 

This  Commission,  in  all  its  history,  which  includes  a  long  pre-war 
period,  during  which  the  cost  of  money  was  very  much  lower  than  at 
present  and  operating  risks  not  nearly  so  great  as  now,  has  never 
held  that  a  return  of  seven  per  cent,  was  unreasonably  high  when 
rates  were  based  upon  valuation. 

In  the  two  Telephone  Company  cases  we  held  that  the  Company 
should  be  permitted  to  earn  a  return  not  exceeding  eight  per  cent.;  in 
the  case  of  the  Baltimore  County  Water  &  Electric  Company  we  estab- 
lished rates  estimated  to  yield  between  seven  and  eight  per  cent,  upon 
the  fair  value  of  the  property  as  determined  by  this  Commission.  In 
the  cases  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
of  Baltimore  the  charges  authorized  by  us  were  estimated  to  yield  the 
Company  a  return  of  approximately  8  per  cent,  upon  the  assumed 
fair  value  of  the  property.  In  a  number  of  other  cases  we  have  held 
that,  in  view  of  the  nature  of  the  risks  surrounding  the  operation  of 
the  properties  of  public  utilities,  the  rate  of  return  should  materially 
exceed  the  current  legal  rate  of  interest,  six  per  cent. 
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We  are  not  to  be  understood  by  anything  we  have  said  with  respect 
to  the  fair  value  of  the  property  here  in  question  that  such  fair  value 
is  to  be  measured  by  the  outstanding:  funded  debt  of  the  Company. 
We  have  not  so  decided,  and  use  that  assumption  only  for  purposes  of 
illustration  and  to  show  that  these  returns  in  money  which  we  have 
concluded  the  Company  should  have  would  be  no  more  than  a  reason- 
able return  if  measured  upon  the  basis  of  such  assumption. 

Our  conclusion  is,  therefore,  that  the  petitioninsr  Company  is  enti- 
tled to  charge  rates  which  will  yield  it  a  balance  to  surplus  of  approxi- 
mately $1,000,000  after  the  payment  of  its  operating  expenses,  taxes, 
fixed  charges,  and  the  making  of  reasonable  allowances  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  its  accident  and  depreciation  reserves. 

It  relnains  now  to  be  seen  what  rate  of  fare  will  be  necessary  to 
yield  such  balance  to  surplus  of  approximately  $1,000,000. 

RATE  OF  FARE  NECESSARY 

Having  reached  the  aforegoing  conclusion,  it  now  becomes  neces- 
sary for  the  Commission  to  establish  for  the  Company  rates  of  fare 
which  may  reasonably  be  anticipated  to  yield  the  petitioning  Company 
a  net  balance  to  surplus  of  approximately  $1,000,000,  after  the  pay- 
ment of  operating  expenses,  taxes,  fixed  charges  and  the  setting  aside 
of  the  amounts  hereinbefore  declared  by  us  to  be  reasonable  for  the 
creation  and  maintenance  of  proper  depreciation  and  accident  reserves. 

Reference  to  the  Company's  revised  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8  will 
show  that,  in  addition  to  the  regular  base  rate  of  six  cents  for  adults, 
there  were  prescribed  in  such  schedule  and  are  now  in  force  under  our 
Order  No.  4608  and  supplementary  orders  Nos.  4609,  4646  and  4944  a 
number  of  special  fares,  to  wit:  half  fares,  commutation  tickets  for 
first,  second  and  third  zones,  cash  transfers  on  the  Curtis  Bay  Line 
and  tickets  in  bulk  for  the  use  of  the  employees  of  the  Bethlehem 
Steel  Company  and  the  Central  Foundry  Company. 

The  Company  has  proposed  flat  increases  of  from  one-fourth  cent  to 
one  and  one-half  cents  in  each  of  the  above  special  rates  with  the 
exception  of  the  half  fares  for  children,  as  to  which  it  has  proposed 
no  increase. 

The  Company  has  also  furnished  the  Commission  an  estimate  of  the 
number  of  such  special  fares  which  will  probably  be  paid  during  the 
year  1919,  together  with  an  estimate  of  the  yield  of  the  same  in  the 
event  of  such  proposed  increases.  These  figures  were  based  on  in- 
creases in  the  base  rate  of  from  one-fourth  of  a  cent  to  one  and  one- 
half  cents,  respectively. 

For  our  present  purposes  it  will  sufiice  to  take  the  Company's  esti- 
mate based  on  the  supposition  of  a  one-cent  increase  in  both  base  and 
special  fares.    This  estimate  is  shown  in  the  following  table: 
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TABLE  VIII 

YIELD  OF  INCREASES  IN  SPECIAL  FARES 

Increase  on  One^Cent  Basis 

7,918,283  Half   Fares    4      cts. 

1,512,622  Curtis  Bay  Cash  Transfers 4  "  let.  $15,126^2 

1,437,730  1st  Co.  Com.  Tickets 4%  "  1  "  14,377.30 

407,740  2nd  "       "            "       5  "  1  "  4,077.40 

54,530  3rd  "      "            "       5  "  1  "  545.30 

1,947,508  Bethlehem  Steel   4%  «  1  "  19,476.08 

128,250  Central  Foundry    5  "  1  "  1,282.50 


13,406,663  $54,883.80 

It  will  be  seen  from  this  table  that  the  Company  estimates  that  out 
of  a  total  of  240,777,100  revenue  passengers  during  the  year  there 
will  be  but  13,406,663  of  the  same  using  half  fares  and  the  above 
classes  of  special  tickets,  and  that  a  flat  increase  of  one  cent  in  the 
case  of  each  such  special  fares,  with  the  exception  of  half  fares,, 
would  yield  the  Company  an  additional  revenue  of  but  $54,883.80.  It 
follows  that  an  increase  of  one-half  cent  in  these  special  fares  would 
yield  the  Company  but  $27,441.90  additional  revenue. 

In  case  of  half  fares  for  children  the  former  rate  of  three  cents  was 
sixty  per  cent,  of  the  adult  rate  of  five  cents.  With  the  increase  in 
the  adult  rate  from  five  to  six  cents,  it  seemed  desirable  at  the  time 
of  our  former  order  to  increase  the  half  fares  to  four  cents,  or  sixty- 
six  and  two-thirds  per  cent,  of  the  adult  rate.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, the  Commission  would  not  feel  justified  in  making  any  further 
increase  in  this  particular  fare  unless  it  should  happen  that  by  reason 
of  a  considerable  increase  in  the  adult  rate  the  half -fare  rate  would 
be  disproportionately  low  as  compared  with  the  rates  in  force  for 
many  years  before  the  increase  in  the  adult  fare  from  five  to  six  cents. 

In  our  previous  opinion  and  orders  in  the  Six-Cent  ^are  case  the 
charge  for  Curtis  Bay  cash  transfers  was  increased  from  three  to 
four  cents  in  order  to  be  more  nearly  proportionate  to  the  increase  in 
the  base  rate  from  five  to  six  cents.'  Under  the  circumstances,  the 
Commission  does  not  feel  that  there  should  now  be  a  further  increase 
in  the  charge  for  this  cash  transfer,  since  the  effect  of  the  increase  in 
the  base  rate  which  we  are  about  to  authorize  will  be  only  to  bring  the 
four-cent  cash  transfer  on  the  Curtis  Bay  Line,  if  permitted  to  remain 
at  four  cents,  more  nearly  proportionate  to  the  new  base  fare  as  com- 
pared with  the  origrinal  transfer  charge  of  three  cents  and  base  fare 
of  five  cents. 

For  the  same  reason  the  Commission  is  not  inclined  to  make  any 
further  increases  at  the  present  time  in  the  case  of  the  commutation 
tickets  or  special  tickets  for  employees  of  the  Bethlehem  Steel  Com- 
pany and  Central  Foundry,  as  such  increases  were  in  our  former 
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order  somewhat  disproportionate  to  the  amount  of  the  increase  in  the 
base  fare,  this  having  been  necessary  at  the  time  in  order  that  such 
increases  might  be  in  convenient  fractions  of  the  cent. 

The  Company's  estimate  of  13,460,663  special  fares  was  based  upon 
its  estimate  of  240,777,100  revenue  passengers  for  the  entire  year. 
Consequently  the  Commission's  estimate  of  243,000,000  passengers  for 
the  year,  coupled  with  the  fact  that  there  will  probably  be  a  greater 
use  of  commutation  books  with  the  proposed  readjustment  of  fares, 
would  seem  to  justify  the  assumption  that  there  will  be  a  somewhat 
larger  number  of  patrons  paying  these  special  fares  in  future  than  in 
the  past.  Without  attempting  to  make  a  minute  calculation  based 
upon  these  factors,  we  have  assumed  that  there  will  be  approximately 
14,000,000  users  of  these  special  fares  during  the  year  which  will  be 
■covered  by  our  order. 

Deducting  this  figure  from  the  243,000,000  revenue  passengers  esti- 
mated by  us  leaves  a  balance  of  229,000,000  revenue  passengers  who 
will  have  to  make  up  the  increase  revenues  required  by  the  Company. 

Any  additional  sums  raised  through  increases  in  the  fares  will  be 
subject  to  the  park  tax,  which  we  find  is  6.91  per  cent,  of  the  Com- 
pany's total  passenger  revenues. 

Since  we  know  that  one  cent  additional  fare  charg^ed  229,000,000 
passengers  would  yield  $2,290,000,  and  that  sum  is  far  in  excess  of 
the  amount  which  we  conclude  the  Company  properly  requires  under 
^existing  conditions,  it  is  evident  that  whatever  increase  in  the  base 
rate  of  fare  is  made  must  be  an  increase  of  a  fractional  part  of  a 
cent,  and  will  consequently  involve  the  use  of  tickets  or  fare  checks. 

It  is  equally  obvious  that  not  all  of  the  adult  passengers  of  the  Com- 
pany will  make  use  of  these  checks,  and  it  therefore  remains  to  deter- 
mine what  percentagre  of  such  passengers  paying  the  full  fare  will 
probably  use  the  same. 

Mr.  Zimmermann  based  his  estimates  of  the  probable  yield  of  a 
seven-cent  fare,  with  four  tickets  for  twenty-five  cents,  upon  the 
assumption  that  not  less  than  eighty  per  cent,  nor  more  than  ninety 
per  cent,  would  avail  themselves  of  the  privilege  of  purchasing  checks 
at  the  reduced  rate.  In  the  case  of  his  estimates  based  on  a  seven-cent 
fare,  with  three  tickets  for  twenty  cents,  he  assumed  that  not  less 
than  seventy  per  cent,  nor  more  than  eighty  per  cent,  of  the  passen- 
gers paying  the  full  fare  would  use  such  tickets,  the  differences  in 
these  assumptions  being  due  to  the  fact  that  in  the  case  of  four  tickets 
for  twenty-five  cents  there  would  be  a  saving  of  three-fourths  of  a 
cent  on  each  individual  ticket,  whereas  in  the  case  of  three  tickets  for 
twenty  cents  there  would  be  a  saving  of  but  one-third  of  a  cent  on 
each  ticket.  In  the  case  of  Mr.  Zimmermann's  estimates  as  to  the 
effect  of  a  ten-cent  base  rate,  with  two  tickets  for  fifteen  cents,  he 
estimated  that  between  ninety  and  ninety-nine  per  cent,  of  the  passen- 
gers would  avail  themselves  of  the  reduced  rate  through  the  purchase 
of  the  two  tickets  for  fifteen  cents,  in  view  of  the  saving  of  two  and 
one-half  cents  on  each  fare  through  such  purchases  of  tickets. 
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The  Commission  is  inclined  to  think  that  Mr.  Zimmermann's  esti- 
mates of  ticket  purchasers  in  the  case  of  four  tickets  for  twenty-five 
cents  or  three  tickets  for  twenty  cents  are  rather  high,  and  is  con- 
firmed in  this  belief  by  its  studies  of  the  experience  of  the  Washinfi:- 
ton  Railway  and  Electric  Company  and  the  Capital  Traction  Com- 
pany, both  of  Washington,  D.  C,  where  the  use  of  the  five-cent  cash 
fare  or  six  tickets  for  twenty-five  cents  has  continued  from  1894  until 
about  a  year  ago.  In  this  case  there  was  a  saving  of  five-sixths  of  a 
cent  with  the  purchase  of  each  ticket.  In  addition,  as  we  have  seeiir 
the  ticket  system  has  been  in  vogue  in  Washington  for  nearly  twenty- 
five  years,  during  which  time  the  public  has  grown  accustomed  to  the 
use  of  the  tickets  and  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  advantages  of 
their  purchase. 

The  following  table  shows  the  comparatively  recent  experience  of 
the  Washington  companies  in  this  respect,  these  being  the  only  figures 
available  at  the  date  of  this  opinion : 

TABLE  IX 

PER  CENT.  OF  PASSENGERS  USING  TICKETS, 

WASHINGTON,  D.  C. 

5e  Cash  or  6  Tickets  for  26c 

W.  R.  &  E.  Co.  Year  Capital  Traction  Co. 

1900 77.0 

1908 80^ 

83.62 1909 80.7 

84.10 1910 80.9 

84.44 1911 80.9 

84.71 1912 80.8 

84.88 1913 80.7 

85.36 1914 81.2 

84.95 1915 81.1 

85.37 1916 80.9 

85.05 1917 80.5 

In  view  of  the  experience  of  the  Washingrton  companies  as  set  forth 
in  the  above  table,  the  Commission  has  concluded  that  it  would  be 
reasonable  to  assume  that  for  the  present  at  least  the  people  of  Bal- 
timore may  be  expected  to  purchase  tickets  at  reduced  rates  between 
the  limits  of  fifty  per  cent,  as  a  minimum  and  eighty  per  cent,  as  the 
maximum. 

The  following  table  shows  the  estimated  yield  of  additional  fares  at 
different  rates  upon  the  respective  assumptions  that  fifty  per  cent., 
sixty-six  and  two-thirds  per  cent.,  seventy-five  per  cent,  or  eighty  per 
cent,  of  patrons  paying  the  full  fare  will  use  fare  checks  or  tickets: 
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TABLE  X 

ESTIMATED  YIELD  OF  ADDITIONAL  FARES  AT  DIFFERENT 

RATES 

Estimated  additional  revenue  from 

increased  fare  base 243,000,000  passengers  per  annum 

Less  passengers  paying  other  than 

full  fare  14,000,000 

Number   of   passengers   paying   in- 
creased  fare    229,000,000 

Additional  Yield 

7c  Cash  Fare,  4  Tickets  for  26c 

60%  66%%  75%  80% 

Pull  base  fare  increase. . .  $1,145,000     $763,333     $572,500     $468,000 
Fractional  far«  increase..        572,500       763,833       858,760       916,000 

Total  additional  revenue  $1,717,500  $1,526,666  $1,431,250  $1,374,000 
Less  Park  Tax 118,679       105,492         98,899         94,943 

Net  additional  revenue.  $1,598,821  $1,421,174  $1,332,351  $1,279,057 

7c  Cash  Fare,  4  Tickets  for  25c 
Full  base  fare  increase. . .  $1,145,000     $763,333     $572,500     $458,000 
Fractional  fare  increase..        286,250       381,667       429,375       458,000 

Total  additional  revenue  $1,431,250  $1,145,000  $1,001,875     $916,000 
Lees  Park  Tax. 98,899         79,120         69,230         63,295 

Net  additional  revenue.  $1,332,351  $1,065,880     $932,645     $852,706 

7c  Cash  Fare,  3  Tickets  for  20c 
Full  base  fare  increase. . .  $1,145,000      $763,333     $572,500      $458,000 
^      Fractional  fare  increase..        763,333     1,017,777     1,145,000     1,221,333 

Total  additional  revenue  $1,908,333  $1,781,110  $1,717,500  $1,679,333 
Less  Park  Tax : . . . .        131,865       123,074       118,679       116,042 

Net  additional  revenue.  $1,776,468  $1,658,036  $1,598,821  $1,563,291 

Mr.  Zimmermann,  in  his  testimony,  gave  virtually  no  explanation  of 
or  reason  for  his  assumptions  as  to  the  minimum  number  of  passen- 
^rs  who  would  purchase  tickets,  and  there  was  no  other  evidence 
adduced  at  the  hearings  upon  this  point. 
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Under  all  the  circumstances  and  after  a  careful  study  of  this  most 
important  phase  of  the  situation,  the  Commission  has  concluded  that 
in  the  case  of  the  sale  of  four  tickets  for  twenty-six  cents  not  less 
than  sixty-six  and  two-thirds  nor  more  than  seventy-five  per  cent,  of 
the  patrons  of  the  Company  will  use  tickets,  and  that  the  proper  esti- 
mate lies  about  midway  between  the  two,  or  70.833  per  cent. 

Applying  these  conclusions  to  the  above  figures  in  the  case  of  four 
tickets  for  twenty-six  cents,  we  find  that  the  net  increase  in  revenues, 
after  the  payment  of  the  park  tax,  would  be  $1,376,762. 

From  this  sum  should  be  deducted  the  $805,624  wage  increase  less 
our  estimated  $506,127  balance  to  surplus  under  the  six-cent  fare 
without  such  wage  increase,  or  $299,397,  leaving  a  net  balance  to  sur- 
plus of  $1,077,365. 

From  this  sum  should  be  deducted  the  ten  per  cent.  Federal  income 
tax  which  the  Company  is  required  by  law  to  pay  upon  its  net  income. 
Upon  our  estimate  this  would  amount  to  $107,736,  leaving  a  final  net 
balance  to  surplus  of  $969,629. 

A  summary  of  the  above  calculations  will  be  found  in  the  following 
table : 

TABLE  XI 

COMMISSION'S  FINAL  ESTIMATE  OF  EFFECT  OF 

INCREASED  FARE 

Net  increase  from  additional  full  fare  after  deduction  of 
park  tax  @  6.91% $1,376,762 

Deduct  wage  increase $805,524 

Less  estimated  balance  to  surplus  subject  to  wage 

increase    506,127 

299,397 

Balance  to  surplus,  7c  fare,  4  tickets  for  26c $1,077,365 

Less  Federal  income  tax 107,736 

Final  net  balance  to  surplus $969,629 

For  the  reasons  hereinbefore  stated,  this  Commission  concludes  that 
the  above  final  net  balance  to  surplus  is  reasonably  required  by  the 
Company  at  the  present  time  in  order  to  enable  it  to  meet  its  cor- 
porate requirements. 

We  therefore  conclude  that  the  Company  should  be  permitted  by  our 
order  about  to  be  passed  to  increase  its  existing  six-cent  adult  or  base 
charge  to  seven  cents,  and  required  to  sell  four  tickets  or  checks  rep- 
resenting this  charge  for  twenty-six  cents. 
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'     FUTURE  MODIFICATIONS  OF  FARES 

The  Commission's  order  passed  pursuant  to  this  opinion  will  pro- 
vide that  the  fares  established  therein  shall  remain  in  force  and  effect 
for  one  year  from  October  1,  1919,  to  September  30,  1920,  unless 
earlier  modified  or  abrograted  by  the  further  order  of  the  Commission. 
Such  order  is  not  to  be  taken  either  by  the  Coniipany  or  by  the  public 
as  a  ^arantee  that  such  fares  will  continue  in  force  during  the  whole 
of  that  i>eriod. 

In  the  course  of  our  opinion  we  have  pointed  out  that  we  are  deal- 
ing at  the  present  time  with  abnormal  conditions,  and  this  means  that 
existing  conditions  may  either  remain  fairly  constant  for  some  time 
into  the  future  or  may  at  an^  time  grow  materially  better  or  mate- 
rially worse  so  far  as  the  Company  is  concerned.  Our  conclusions 
have  been  reached  upon  the  assumption  that  they  will  remain  practi- 
cally constant  during  the  coming  twelve  months. 

Our  order  will  further  provide  that  the  Company  shall  continue  to 
furnish  the  Commission  as  heretofore  accurate  and  complete  monthly 
statements  setting  forth  the  number  of  revenue  and  transfer  passen- 
gers carried,  the  number  of  car-miles  operated,  the  cash  receipts  from 
operation  and  other  sources,  and  the  operating  and  other  expenditures 
of  the  Company,  all  set  forth  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  rules  of 
this  Commission  for  accounting  by  street  railway  companies. 

These  reports  will  be  scrutinized  closely  by  the  Commission  and  its 
staff  as  they  are  received  from  month  to  month,  and  if  it  appears  at 
any  time  that  our  estimates  of  receipts  and  expenditures  are  so  far 
wrong  as  to  make  it  unjust  either  to  the  Company  or  to  the  public 
that  the  rates  prescribed  in  our  order  be  continued  until  the  end  of 
the  year  therein  prescribed,  steps  will  be  taken  at  once  to  modify  the 
same. 

It  is  to  be  understood  by  all  concerned  that  our  order  passed  pur- 
suant to  this  opinion  is  so  far  tentative  that  it  can  be  reopened  at  any 
time  within  such  twelve  months  upon  the  evidence  adduced  in  this  and 
the  previous  case  and  the  monthly  reports  which  will  be  furnished 
under  oath  by  the  Company  as  above  stated. 

In  other  words,  there  will  be  no  necessity,  during  the  coming  year 
at  least,  for  any  lengthy,  formal  hearing  upon  applications  for  either 
the  increase  or  decrease  of  the  fares  established  by  our  order. 

The  Commission  now  has  before  it  the  complete  operating  figures  of 
this  Company  for  a  period  of  approximately  seven  years,  and  there  is 
now  no  necessity  for  further  details  as  to  such  operations  in  the  past 
or  for  further  estimates  of  probable  future  operating  results,  except 
in  so  far  as  the  estimates  contained  in  this  opinion  may  require  modi- 
fication from  time  to  time  by  reason  of  actual  results. 

If  it  should  happen  that  the  experience  of  several  months  under  the 
new  rates  should  demonstrate  that  the  Company  is  earning  a  larger 
net  revenue  than  is  anticipated  by  this  order,  and  that  there  is  a  rea- 
sonable probability  that  such  excess  earnings  during  the  course  of  the 
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year  would  be  such  as  to  justify  some  reduction  in  the  base  rate  of 
fare,  the  Commission  will,  of  its  own  motion,  require  the  Company  to 
show  cause  why  such  decrease  should  not  be  made. 

If,  on  the  other  hand,  such  reports,  upon  thorough  investigration  by 
the  Accounting  Department  of  the  Commission  and  by  the  members  of 
the  Commission  itself,  should  demonstrate  that  the  ComjMtny  is  earn-- 
ing  materially  less  than  we  now  anticipate  it  will  earn  under  such 
rates,  the  Company  will  be  i)ermitted  to  make  an  application  for  their 
increase,  with  the  understanding  that  the  Commission  will  confine  the 
hearings  upon  such  application,  as  far  as  it  can  reasonably  do  so 
under  the  law,  to  the  precise  issue  of  the  rate  necessary  to  yield  ap- 
proximately the  net  balance  to  surplus  which  we  have  declared  a  rea- 
sonable one  for  the  Company  to  earn^  during  the  period  of  the  next 
twelve  months. 

The  order  will  further  provide  in  substance  that  at  the  end  of  such 
period  of  twelve  months  the  base  rate  shall  revert  to  the  present  fare 
of  six  cents,  unless  it  shall  then  be  made  to  appear  that  some  other 
rate  than  six  cents  is  a  proper  rate  thereafter  to  be  charged  by  the 
Company. 

Meanwhile  the  Commission  expects  to  give  much  thought  to  the 
"Cost  of  Service"  plan  which  has  been  adopted  in  the  comparatively 
recent  past  by  a  number  of  cities  in  the  United  States  and  elsewhere 
for  the  better  and  more  satisfactory  regulation  of  fares  to  be  charged 
by  street  railway  companies. 

The  theory  of  these  plans  is  in  brief  that  the  owners  of  street  rail- 
way properties  are  entitled  to  receive  from  the  public  the  actual  cost 
of  the  service  rendered,  including  in  that  cost  the  reasonable  expenses 
of  operation,  maintenance,  taxes,  fixed  charges  and  a  fair  return  upon 
the  fair  value  of  the  investment,  with  the  proviso  that  as  the  cost  of 
service  increases  the  fares  go  up,  and  as  the  cost  of  service  decreases 
the  fares  come  down,  such  plans  providing  for  the  ready  ascertain- 
ment of  the  pertinent  facts  without  the  necessity  of  prolonged  hear- 
ings and  investigations. 

These  cost  of  service  plans  are  usually  predicated  upon  the  fair 
value  of  the  property  used  in  the  service,  that  value  either  being  fixed 
by  the  Commission  or  agreed  upon  by  the  public  and  the  owners  of  the 
property. 

Such  plans  have  been  adopted  in  Cleveland  and  Montreal,  in  both  of 
which  cities  they  have  been  reported  to  work  with  considerable  satis- 
faction to  the  public  as  well  as  to  the  owners  of  the  property.  Some- 
what similar  plans  have  been  authorized  by  the  Massachusetts  Legis- 
lature, and  a  modified  form  of  the  plant  provided  by  the  statutes  of 
that  State  has  been  in  use  for  some  time  in  the  city  of  Boston,  where 
its  result  has  been  anything  but  satisfactory  to  the  public  at  large. 
Such  plans  have  also  been  tried  in  one  form  or  another  in  many  other 
cities  with  varying  degrees  of  success  or  failure,  as  the  case  may  be. 

This  Commission  hopes  within  the  course  of  the  next  few  months  to 
be  able  to  formulate  and  present  to  the  public  a  complete  study  of 
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these  plans  with  the  results  achieved  thereunder  in  the  various  cities 
where  they  have  been  tried,,  and  our  conclusions  in  the  premises.  It 
may  well  be  that  the  Commission's  conclusions  will  be  that  legislation 
should  be  enacted  to  make  provision  for  the  adoption  of  plans  of,  this 
general  character  in  this  State,  in  which  event  our  recommendations 
will  be  made  to  the  coming  session  of  the  General  Assembly. 

THE  PARK  TAX  AND  PAVING  CHARGES 

Under  certain  ordinances  of  comparatively  long  standing,  ratified 
by  the  Greneral  Assembly  of  Maryland  in  some  instances,  the  United 
Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  is  required  at  the  pres- 
ent time  to  pay  a  tax  amounting  to  nine  per  cent,  of  its  gross  receipts 
on  certain  lines,  this  sum  going  into  the  fund  for  the  maintenance  of 
the  public  parks  of  the  city.  This  tax  equates  at  the  present  time  6.91 
per  eent^  of  the  total  passenger  revenues  of  the  Company.  Upon  this 
basis,  and  upon  the  assumption  that  the  Company's  passenger  r^e- 
nues  during  the  next  twelve  months  will  be  1 14,305,410,  as  estimated 
by  the  Commission,  this  tax  will  amount  to  the  sum  of  |988,504. 

This  sum  is  very  much  greater  than  the  amounts  paid  in  previous 
years,  this  fact  being  due  to  the  increased  amount  of  patronage,  in  the 
recent  annexation  of  parts  of  Baltimore  and  Anne  Arundel  Counties 
to  Baltimore  City,  and  to  the  recent  fare  increase  from  five  1x>.six 
cents  and  the  present  increase  from  six  to  six  and  one-half  cents. 

In  addition  to  this  large  percentage  of  its  gross  receipts  paid  directly 
into  the  park  fund,  the  Company  also  pays  taxes  to  the  city,  counties 
and  State  on  its  real  estate,  and  is  also  required  by  law  to  pave,  be- 
tween its  tracks  and  for  two  feet  on  either  side  thereof,  and  keep  such 
paving  in  repair. 

These  forms  of  taxation  were  all  adopted  in  the  case  of  the  Rail- 
ways Company  before  the  days  of  regulation,  and  at  a  time  when  it 
was  assumed  that  what  the  public  got  through  these  forms  of  taxa- 
tion came  out  of  profits  which  the  stockholders  would  otherwise  have 
received. 

Under  regulation,  where  the  effort  is  to  regulate  the  charges  made 
by  a  public  utility  for  the  service  rendered  in  almost  exact  proportion 
to  the  actual  cost  of  such  service,  all  these  taxes  go  into  and  form  a 
part  of  such  cost,  with  the  Result  that  it  is  no  longer  a  question 
whether  the  public  at  large  or  the  stockholders  will  pay  these  taxes, 
but  the  question  is  whether  the  general  public  or  the  portion  of  the 
public  getting  the  service  of  the  utility  shall  pay  the  same. 

In  the  case  now  before  us,  for  instance,  the  sum  of  the  park  tax, 
general  taxes  and  the  paving  charges  to  which  this  Company  is  sub- 
ject amount  to  something  more  than  the  one-half  cent  which  has  been 
added  to  the  fare.  Without  those  charges  the  fare  could  have  re- 
mained at  six  cents. 

It  is  the  purpose  of  the  Conmiission  to  make  a  complete  study  of 
this  subject  in  the  immediate  future,  and  determine  what,  if  any,  rec- 
onmiendation  it  should  make  to  the  Legislature. 
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In  many  other  cities  where  the  public  has  been  confronted  with  much 
the  same  difficulties  with  respect  to  their,  street  railway  service  as  con- 
fronts the  public  of  Baltimore,  one  of  the  first  steps  taken  by  the 
public  to  relieve  the  situation  and  lessen  the  burden  upon  the  users  of 
the  street  railways  has  been  to  abolish  all  or  some  of  these  forms  of 
taxation. 

The  Commission  is  not  prepared  at  the  present  time  to  make  any 
recommendation  in  connection  with  any  of  these  forms  of  taxes,  and, 
in  fact,  has  reached  no  definite  conclusion  itself  as  to  what  should  be 
done  in  the  premises. 

ZONE  EXTENSIONS  TO  NEW  CITY  LIMITS 

In  the  Six-Cent  Fare  case  it  was  contended  that  the  legal  effect  of 
that  portion  of  Section  2  of  Chapter  82  of  the  Acts  of  1918,  providing 
that  all  existing  provisions  of  the  Baltimore  City  Charter  should  be 
applicable  to  such  portions  of  Baltimore  and  Anne  Anyidel  Counties 
as  were  annexed  to  Baltimore  City  by  that  act,  was  to  extend  the  pro- 
visions of  Section  796  of  the  City  Charter  prescribing  certain  fares 
^thin  the  old  limits  of  the  city  to  such  annexed  portions  of  Baltimore 
and  Anne  Arundel  Counties  and  thereby  make  uniform  the  fares 
within  the  limits  of  Baltimore  City  as  enlarged  by  such  act. 

As  was  stated  in  our  opinion  in  the  former  case,  this  question  was 
submitted  to  the  Commission's  General  Counsel,  who  advised  the  Com- 
mission that  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  the  whole  matter 
of  the  rates  of  fare  proper  to  be  charged  by  the  Company  had  been 
committed  by  the  Legislature  in  the  first  instance  to  determinations 
by  the  Commission,  subject  to  review  by  the  courts  as  in  said  law 
provided. 

In  the  former  case  the  Commission  said  the  general  question  of  fare 
Eones  should  be  made  the  subject  of  an  independent  study,  and  that 
this  could  not  be  done  until  the  effect  of  the  increased  fares,  on  the 
basis  of  the  existing  zones,  had  been  demonstrated  by  experience  over 
a  reasonable  period. 

That  experience  has  now  been  had,  with  the  results  set  forth  in  an 
^rlier  portion  of  this  opinion.  Those  results  demonstrated  conclu- 
sively that  it  would  not  have  been  possible  to  make  such  extensions  to 
the  city  limits  under  the  six-cent  rate  of  fare  prescribed  by  our 
order  in  that  case. 

During  the  hearings  in  the  case  now  before  us  numerous  applica- 
tions were  filed  asking  the  Commission  to  require  the  Company  to 
extend  its  first  fare  zone  to  the  new  city  limits  in  various  directions, 
and  the  Commission  caused  a  study  to  be  made  of  the  effect  of  extend- 
ing the  first  fare  zone  to  the  new  city  limits  on  each  of  the  lines  of  the 
Company. 

A  study  of  the  situation  confronting  the  Company  through  the  ex- 
tension of  the  first  fare  zone  to  the  new  city  limits  involves  an  under- 
standing of  the  mileage  of  the  present  second  fare  zone,  which  remains 
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outside  the  new  city  limits,  and  determination  whether  it  would  be 
expedient  to  create  a  new  zone  out  of  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
present  second  fare  zone  or  include  such  portion  in  the  present  third 
zone  (which  would  then  become  the  second  zone).  An  alternative  of 
this  would  be  the  entire  elimination  of  the  present  second  zone,  which 
would  mean  carrying  passengers  a  short  distance  beyond  the  new  city 
limits  for  one  fare.  The  Company's  officials  were  of  the  opinion  that 
where  the  portion  of  the  present  second  zone  extending  beyond  th^ 
city  limits  is  less  than  two  miles  in  length  it  should  be  added  to  the 
next  zone  or  else  be  considered  within  the  first  fare  zone,  since  it  was 
obvious  that  great  objection  would  be  made  to  paying  the  full  fare  in 
a  zone  where  the  maximum  ride  permitted  was  less  than  two  miles; 

The  following  table  shows  the  mileage  remaining  outside  the  new 
city  limits : 

TABLE  XII 
MILEAGE  OUTSIDE  NEW  CITY  LIMITS 

r-lst  County  Z<yner-\ 

In  New   Outside  tnd        Srd  • 

City    New  City  County  County 

Line  Limits    Limits     Total      Zone      Zone 

Pimlico-Pikesville    2.51  1.67  4.18        3.61        5.91 

West  Arlington-Gwynn   Oak..  5.94  .55  6.49 

Walbrook-Gwynn  Oak   2.85  .55  3.40 

Woodlawn    ..; 89  1.02  1.91 

Curtis  Bay  4.12  4.12 

Towson    83  2.12  2.95 

Catonsville    1.52  2.11  3.63 

Lakeside    1.59  .56  2.15 

Riverview    3.47  .78  4.25 

EUicott  City 43  2.85  3.28        2.76 

Mount  Washington-Pikesville. .  2.42  2.00  4.42 

Back  River  2.10  2.61  4.71        2.87 

Sparrows  Point-Dundalk 2.80  , 1.60  4.40        3.48        4.42 

The  following  lines  show  a  remaining  mileage  of  less  than  two 
miles,  and  the  portion  of  the  zone  remaining  in  the  county  would 
therefore  have  to  be  considered  either  as  having  been  combined  with 
the  city  zone  or  added  to  the  next  county  zone : 

West  Arlington-Gwynn  Oak 

Walbrook-Gwynn  Oak 

Woodlawn 

Lakeside 

Riverview 

Sparrows  Point-Dundalk 
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The  entire  Curtis  Bay  line  is  in  the  new  city  limits  and  would  have 
to  be  considered  as  eliminated  under  the  proposed  plan.  Of  the 
Pimlico-Pikesville  line  1.67  miles  of  the  second  fare  zone  remains  out- 
side the  new  city  limits.  If  this  be  added  to  the  present  third  fare 
zone,  this*  zone  would  have  a  mileag:e  of  5.28  as  compared  with  6.91 
miles  on  the  present  fourth  fare  zone  of  this  line. 

2.12  miles  of  the  present  second  fare  zone  of  the  Towson  line  remain 
outside  the  new  city  limits;  2.11  miles  of  the  present  second  fare  zone 
of  the  Catonsville  line  remain  outside  the  new  city  limits;  2.85  miles 
of  the  present  second  fare  zone  of  the  Ellicott  City  line  remain  out- 
side the  new  city  limits,  and  2  miles  of  the  Mount  Washington-Pikes- 
ville  line  remain  outside  the  new  city  limits.  Separate  zones  would 
have  to  be  created  in  each  of  these  cases. 

The  Traffic  Department  of  the  Company  stated  that  eventually  all 
of  the  Back  River  lines  would  be  in  the  first  fare  zone,  and  it  was  ac- 
cordingly considered  as  being  eliminated. 

The  following  table  shows  the  number  of  passengers  carried  on  each 
of  the  present  second  fare  zones,  together  with  the  percentages  such 
passengers  bore  to  the  total  passengers  carried  during  the  entire  year 
1918  and  first  six  months  of  the  year  1919 : 
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The  above  table  shows  that  for  the  year  1918,  9.226  per  cent,  of  the 
total  revenue  passengers  were  carried  in  the  second  fare  zones,  and 
that  during  the  first  six  months  of  1919,  8.271  per  cent,  were  so  car- 
ried. As  the  summer  months  have  a  distinct  influence  on  the  county 
lines,  the  former  percentage,  9.226,  has  been  used  hereinafter  in  pref- 
erence to  either  the  six  months  or  eighteen  months  figures  shown  in 
the  above  table. 

The  following  table  shows  the  estimated  loss  in  revenues  from  the 
extension  of  city  zones  in  all  cases  upon  the  suppositions  above  set 
forth,  the  chief  of  such  suppositions  being  that  where  the  extension  of 
an  existing  city  zone  to  the  new  city  limits  would  leave  less  than  two 
miles  of  the  first  county  fare  zone,  the  first  county  fare  zone  will 
either  be  taken  into  the  city  zone  or  into  the  next  county  fare  zone : 

TABLE  XIV 

ESTIMATED  LOSS  IN  REVENUES  FROM  EXTENSION  OF 

CITY  ZONES 

lArie  Per  Cent,  of  Lose 

Pimlico-Pikesville    100%  of    .617%  or    .617% 

West  Arlington-Gwynn  Oak 100%  of    .068%  or     .068% 

Walbrook-Gwynn  Oak    100%  of    .056%  or    .056% 

Woodlawn    100%  of    .084%  or     .084% 

Curtis   Bay 100%  of  1.434%  or  1.434% 

Towson  10%  of    .579%  or    .058% 

Catonsville 10%  of    .494%  or    ,049% 

Lakeside    100%  of    .076%  or    .076% 

Riverview    100%  of  1.004%  or  1.004% 

Ellicott  City  10%  of    .505%  or    .050% 

Mount  Washington   100%  of    .028%  or    .028% 

Back  River   100%  of  1.102%  or  1.102% 

Dundalk   100%  of  3.179%  or  3.179% 


Total  per  cent,  of  revenue  passengers  eliminated 7.805% 

(a)  Estimated  revenue  passengers 243,000,000 

Estimated  Passenger  Revenue 

(b)  Under  existing  fares $14,305,410 

(c)  From  fare  increase 1,376,762 

$15,682,172 

(d)  Average  fare,  entire  system,  new  rate 6.453c 

(e)  «  "         "  «         old      "    5.887c 

(f)  "        fare  in  second  fare  zone  during  first  six 

months  of  1919 5.68c 

(g)  Assumed  average  fare  in  second  fare  zone,  new  rate.  6.20c 

(h)  7.805%  of  243,000,000 18,966,160 

(g)  X  (h)   represents  total  loss  from  eliminating  above 

second  zones |1,175,901 
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It  will  be  noted  that  the  above  table  assumes  that  but  ten  per  cent* 
of  the  traffic  origrinating  in  the  second  fare  zones  on  the  Towson, 
Gatonsville  and  Ellicott  City  lines  will  be  lost  through  the  extension 
of  the  city  zone  to  the  new  city  limits  the  short  distance  required  in 
each  of  these  cases. 

The  above  table  shows  that  the  effect  of  extending  the  city  zone  to 
the  new  city  limits  would  be  that  the  Company  would  sustain  a  loss  in 
revenues  of  approximately  $1,176,000  per  annum,  which  is  within 
$200,000  of  the  amount  estimated  by  the  Commission  to  be  shielded  by 
the  new  increase  in  fare.  This  would  require  the  addition  of  approxi- 
mately one-half  a  cent  to  the  new  six  and  a  half  cent  base  rate,  and 
bring  the  base  rate  up  to  at  least  seven  cents  flat. 

Under  these  circumstances,  the  Commission  cannot  see  its  way  clear 
at  the  present  time  to  require  these  extensions  to  be  made,  and  thinks 
it  would  be  unwise  to  select  any  of  these  zones  for  such  extensions 
until  the  new  rate  has  been  given  a  fair  trial  and  it  is  seen  what  the 
yield  thereof  will  be.  ^ 

It  may  well  be  that  experience  with  the  new  rates  will  demonstrate 
earnings  in  excess  of  those  estimated  by  the  Commission. 

In  such  event,  the  Commission  will  have  to  consider  the  relative 
merits  of  what  will  no  doubt  be  a  general  demand  on  the  part  of  all 
the  public  for  a  reduction  in  the  ticket  rate  from  six  and  one-half  cents 
to  six  and  one-quarter  cents  each,  and  the  demand  of  those  residing  in 
these  second  zones  for  extensions  of  the  first  zone.  Or  it  may  be  that 
the  rates  will  yield  so  much  in  excess  of  our  estimates  that  the  Com- 
mission will  find  its  way  clear  to  grant  relief  in  all  these  cases. 

But,  on  the  other  hand,  it  may  happen  that  our  estimates  of  earn- 
ings will  be  in  excess  of  actual  earnings,  and  that  such  actual  earn- 
ings, even  without  any  of  such  extensions,  will  be  inadequate  to  meet 
the  requirements  of  the  Company  and  jneld  it  the  return  to  which  we 
have  declared  it  properly  entitled. 

This  Commission  has  no  more  right  to  assume  that  its  estimates 
will  be  excessive  than  it  has  to  assume  that  they  will  be  inadequate, 
and  until  they  have  been  given  an  actual  trial  over  a  reasonable  period 
of  time  we  must  decline  to  direct  the  extension  of  any  of  these  zones. 

An  order  will  be  passed  embodying  the  principal  conclusions  in  the 
aforegoing  opinion. 
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ORDER  No.  5120. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  United  Railways 
AND  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
for  a  Modification  of  Certain  Orders, 
Now  in  Force,  Fixing  the  Rates  of 
Fare  to  Be  Charged  by  Said  Company 
and  for  Permission  to  File,  Publish  and 
Put  in  Effect  a  New  Schedule  of  Rates 
of  Fare,  Increasing  Existing  Rates,  as 
Set  Forth  in  This  Petition. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 

of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1682. 


Pursuant  to  the  conclusions  reached  in  the  aforegoing  opinion,  it  is, 
this  30th  day  of  September,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nine- 
teen, by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDthtVttf  (1)  That  Order  No.  4608  entered  by  this  Commission  on 
January  7th,  1919,  as  modified  and  amended  by  Order  No.  4646  entered 
on  January  28th,  1919,  and  the  first  paragraph  of  Order  No.  4609 
entered  on  January  7th,  1919,  be  and  they  are  hereby  annulled  and 
rescinded. 

(2)  That  from  and  after  this  date  and  until  September  30th,  1920, 
and  for  no  longer,  unless  such  period  be  extended  for  a  further  period 
as  hereinafter  provided,  or  this  order  be  earlier  modified  or  abrogated 
by  further  order  of  this  Commission,  The  United  Railways  and  Elec- 
tric Company  of  Baltimore  shall  be  permitted  to  charge  and  collect 
for  the  transportation  of  persons  over  its  several  street  railway  lines, 
in  Baltimore  City  and  vicinity,  the  following  rates,  fares  and  charges, 
to  wit: 

(a)  Six  and  one-half  cent  fare  when  tickets  or  fare  checks  are  pur- 
chased, or  seven  cents  cash,  for  the  conveyance  of  each  passenger  over 
twelve  years  of  age,  and  four  cents  for  each  child  between  the  ages  of 
four  and  twelve  years,  on  any  of  its  lines  between  the  points  desig- 
nated under  the  first  general  caption  in  its  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
No.  8,  filed  with  this  Commission  August  28th,  1918,  effective  October 
1st,  1918,  or  between  intermediate  points,  in  either  direction,  on  any 
of  such  lines,  except  in  the  case  of  its  Curtis  Bay  line,  on  which  line 
The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  shall  issue 
transfers  entitling  the  holder  to  a  continuous  ride  on  such  line  as  such 
transfers  were  issued  on  and  prior  to  September  30th,  1918,  except 
that  the  charge  for  such  transfers  shall  be  four  cents  instead  of  three 
cents,  as  theretofore. 

(b)  Full  fare  and  half  fare  continuous  trip  tickets,  good  as  fare  on 
connecting  lines,  to  be  sold  on  the  lines  and  between  the  points,  on  the 
Company's  Gorsuch  Avenue,  East  Monument  Street  (Orangeville)', 
Third  and  Eighth  Streets,  Union  Avenue,  South  Charles  Street,  Wal- 
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brook-Hillsdale,  Shore  line  and  Ferry  Bar  lines,  as  designated  in  said 
schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8,  otherwise  the  regular  fare  to  be  collected 
between  the  points  so  designated. 

(c)  Four  and  one-half  cents  when  paid  by  commutation  tickets  sold 
for  use  on  the  first  county  fare  zone  between  the  points  so  designated 
in  the  schedule  P.  S.  G.  Md.  No.  8,  aforesaid,  and  five  cents  when  paid 
by  commutation  tickets  sold  for  use  on  second  and  third  county  fare 
zones,  between  the  points  so  designated  in  said  schedule,  said  commu- 
tation tickets  to  be  sold  in  the  manner  and  subject  to  the  conditions 
set  forth  in  said  schedule  with  respect  thereto,  the  full  fare  in  each  of 
said  cases  otherwise  to  be  paid. 

(d)  Four  and  one-half  cents  between  Sparrows  Point  and  Dundalk 
and  four  and  one-half  cents  between  Dundalk  and  Highlandtown  when 
paid  by  employee's  tickets  from  20-trip  books  sold  in  lots  to  the  Mary- 
land Steel  Company  for  distribution;  five  cents  between  Dundalk  and 
Highlandtown  and  five  cents  between  Highlandtown  and  city  points, 
when  paid  by  strip  tickets  sold  in  lots  to  the  Central  Foundry  Com- 
pany for  distribution;  and  two  and  one-half  cents  on  the  Lakeside 
line  when  paid  by  tickets  from  200-trip  books  sold  to  the  landowners 
along  such  line,  all  such  tickets  to  be  subject  to  the  conditions  printed 
thereon  and  to  the  rules  of  the  Company  governing  the  use  thereof, 
the  full  fare  in  each  of  said  cases  otherwise  to  be  paid. 

8.  That  during  the  period  this  order  is  in  effect  The  United  Rail- 
ways and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  shall  sell  on  its  cars  and  at 
its  offices  and  waiting  rooms  tickets  or  fare  checks  which  shall  be  hon- 
ored for  passage  on  its  cars,  at  the  rate  of  six  and  one-half  cents  each, 
which  said  tickets  or  fare  checks  shall  be  sold  on  the  cars  in  quanti- 
ties of  four  (or  more,  in  the  option  of  the  Company),  and  should  the 
conductor  of  a  car  at  any  time  be  unable  for  any  reason  to  sell  a  pas- 
senger desiring  to  purchase  them  at  least  .four  tickets  or  fare  checks, 
then  such  passenger  shall  be  required  to  pay  but  six  cents  fare. 

4.  That  from  and  after  the  hour  of  midnight  on  the  thirtieth  of 
September,  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Twenty,  said  Company's  right  and 
privilege  to  charge  and  cqllect  the  increased  fares  authorized  hereby 
shall  cease  and  determine  and  said  Company  shall  thereupon  put  in  ^ 

force  and  effect,  and  maintain  until  thereafter  lawfully  changed,  the 
schedule  of  fares  operative  on  the  thirtieth  of  September,  Nineteen 
Hundred  aaid  Nineteen,  unless  this  Commission  shall,  in  the  meantime, 
by  its  order  in  writing,  have  modified,  extended  or  superseded  this 
order;  provided,  however,  that  if  this  order  has  not  been  so  extended 
or  superseded  and  there  shall  be  pending  on  September  thirtieth.  Nine- 
teen Hundred  and  Twenty,  an  application  by  said  Company  filed  be- 
fore August  thirty-first.  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Twenty,  for  a  continu- 
ance in  whole  or  in  part  of  the  relief  hereby  granted,  then  the  right  to 
collect  the  fares  authorized  by  this  order  shall  continue  until  the  de- 
termination by  the  Commission  of  said  pending  proceedings;  and  pro- 
vided, further,  that  in  case  of  any  proceeding  heceafter  for  the  right 
to  charge  and  collect  fares  in  excess  of  those  in  effect  on  the  thirtieth 
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of  September,  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nineteen,  the  burden  of  proving 
the  reasonableness  of  any  such  excess  fare  shall  be  and  remain  on  said 
Company. 

5.  That  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
shall  furnish  to  this  Commission  accurate  and  complete  statements 
under  oath,  and  in  convenient  form,  setting  forth  the  number  of  reve- 
nue and  transfer  passengers  carried,  and  the  number  of  car-miles 
operated,  the  cash  receipts  from  operation  and  other  sources,  and  the 
operating  and  other  expenditures  of  the  Company,  all  set  forth  in 
the  manner  prescribed  by  the  rules  of  this  Commission  for  accounting 
by  street  railway  companies,  so  soon  as  may  be  reasonably  practicable 
and  convenient  after  the  end  of  each  calendar  month  during  the  period 
this  Order  remains  effective,  and  in  no  event  later  than  the  last  day 
of  the  next  succeeding  calendar  month,  covering  the  operations  of  the 
Company  during  the  next  preceding  month. 

6.  That  the  right  of  the  respondent  Company  to  charge  and  collect 
the  fares  in  this  order  prescribed  shall  be  held  subject  at  all  times 
during  the  period  covered  by  such  order,  or  any  extension  thereof 
which  may  hereafter  be  granted  as  aforesaid,  to  the  right  and  i>ower 
of  this  Commission  to  reopen  this  case  in  the  light  of  the  facts  dis- 
closed by  the  monthly  reports  aforesaid,  or  of  other  facts  otherwise 
coming  to  the  attention  of  this  Commission,  and  modify  the  rates  of 
fare  by  this  order  authorized  to  be  charged  and  collected  by  the  re- 
spondent Company. 

And  It  Is  Further  flDt&f tttl»  That  a  copy  of  this  order  be  forth- 
with served  upon  the  proper  officers  of  the  respondent.  The  United 
Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  and  that  said  Company, 
within  ten  days  from  the  date  of  the  service  of  such  copy,  advise  this 
Commission  in  writing  whether  or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by  the 
same. 


ORDER  No.  5121. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  Baltimore  Transit 
Company  for  Permission  Under  Sec- 
tion 15  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less 
Than  Statutory  Notice  a  Schedule  of 
Rates  Changing  Its  Rate  of  Fare  from 
Six  Cents  to  Six  and  One-Half  Cents 
When  Tickets  or  Fare  Checks  are  Pur- 
chased in  Lots  of  Four,  or  Seven  Cents 
Cash  Fare. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket 

Case  No.  578. 


Whereas,  The  Baltimore  Transit  Company,,  a  corporation  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland  and  operating  a  line  of  pas- 
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senger  motor  buses  for  the  public  use  in  the  City  of  Baltimore,  having 
petitioned  this  Commission  for  permission  under  Section  15  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Law  to  file  and  publish  on  less  than  statu- 
tory notice  of  thirty  days  a  schedule  of  rates  changing  its  rate  of  fare 
from  six  cents  to  six  and  one-half  cents  when  tickets  or  fare  checks 
are  purchased  in  lots  of  four,  or  seven  cents  cash  fare;  and 

Whereas,  It  appears  from  statement  filed  with  said  i)etition  that 
during  the  year  from  September  1st,  1918,  to  August  31st,  1919,  both 
dates  inclusive,  the  total  operating  revenues  of  petitioner  were 
$127,251.69  and  the  total  operating  expenses,  exclusive  of  fixed  charges 
and  taxes,  but  inclusive  of  an  allowance  for  depreciation  reserve,  were 
$128,488.19,  leaving  an  operating  deficit  of  $1,236.60,  to  which  deficit 
must  be  added  interest  and  discount  of  $14,695.10  and  taxes  of 
$5,764.24  during  said  period,  making  the  total  deficit  for  the  year  in 
question  $21,677.94;  and 

Whereas,  This  Commission  by  its  Order  No.  5120  this  day  entered 
in  Case  No.  1682  having  permitted  The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore,  which  company  owns  practically  all  of  the 
capital  stock  of  the  petitioner,  to  increase  its  base  adult  fare  from  six 
cents  to  six  and  one-half  cents  when  tickets  or  fare  checks  are  pur- 
chased in  lots  of  four,  or  seven  cents  cash  fare,  which  increased  fare 
becomes  effective  on  October  1st,  1919;  and 

Whereas,  It  is  not  desirable  to  have  a  rate  of  fare  on  the  line  of 
the  petitioner  lower  than  the  rate  of  fare  contemporaneously  in  effect 
on  the  lines  of  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Balti- 
more, the  car  lines  of  which  company  parallel  the  route  of  the  peti- 
tioner's motor  bus  line,  in  that  such  lower  fare  would  tend  unduly 
to  divert  traffic  to  the  bus  line  and  result  in  severe  overcrowding  of 
said  company's  buses;  and 

Whereas,  It  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission,  in 
view  of  the  aforegoing,  that  the  petitioner  should  be  permitted  to  file 
and  publish  on  less  than  the  statutory  notice  of  thirty  days  a  schedule 
changing  its  rate  of  fare  to  the  extent  prayed. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  30th  day  of  September,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jflDtbtCCbt  That  permission  be  and  is  hereby  given  to  The  Baltimore 
Transit  Company  to  file  and  publish  a  schedule  changing  its  rate  of 
fare  from  six  cents  to  six  and  one^half  cents,  when  tickets  or  fare 
checks  are  purchased,  which  said  tickets  or  fare  checks  shall  be  sold 
by  said  The  Baltimore  Transit  Company  on  its  buses  in  quantities 
of  four  (or  more  at  the  option  of  the  company),  or  seven  cents  cash 
fare,  except  that  should  the  conductor  of  a  bus  at  any  time  be  unable 
for  any  reason  to  sell  a  passenger  desiring  to  purchase  them  at  least 
four  tickets  or  four  checks,  then  such  passenger  shall  be  required  to 
pay  but  six  cents  cash  fare;  such  increased  fare  to  become  effective 
October  1st,  1919, 

Provided,  Said  schedule  be  filed  with  the  Commission  as  required 
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upon  issuance  of  this  Order  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by 
lawy  and  that  all  copies  of  said  schedule  should  bear  the  following 
notation: 


« 


Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Ck>m- 
mission  of  Maryland^  Order  No.  6121  of  date  September 
3ath,  1919." 

Provided  Further,  That  this  Commission  by  passing  this  Order  is 
not  to  be  taken  or  construed  as  in  any  sense  whatsoever  passing  upon 
the  reasonableness  of  the  rate  of  fare  contained  in  schedule  filed 
hereunder,  such  rate  of  fare  being  left  as  fully  subject  to  investigation 
and  correction  upon  complaint  or  upon  the  Commission's  own  motion 
as  if  this  order  had  never  been  passed. 


ORDER  No.  5130. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Frank  Ruck  vb.  Arte- 
sian Water  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1714. 


The  above  cause  being  at  issue  upon  complaint  and  answer  on  file 
and  having  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties  and  the 
Commission,  through  its  Chairman,  having  rendered  an  oral  opinion 
setting  forth  the  conclusions  of  the  Commission  vnth  respect  to  the 
rights  and  obligations  of  both  parties,  which  satisfactorily  disposes 
of  the  matter  in  controversy. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  9th  day  of  October,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iflDtbtttbt  That  the  above  entitled  case  be  and  it  is  hereby  entered 
as  satisfied  and  closed. 
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ORDER  No.  5131. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  Th£  United  Railways 
AND  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
for  a  Modification  of  Certain  Orders, 
Now  in  Force,  Fixing  the  Rates  of  Fare 
to  be  Charged  by  said  Company  and  for 
Permission  to  File,  Publish  and  Put 
in  Effect  a  New  Schedule  of  Rates  of 
Fare,  Increasing  Existing  Rates,  as  Set 
Forth  in  This  Petition. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1682. 


Upon  the  petition  of  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of 
Baltimore,  filed  herein,  it  is  this  9th  day  of  October,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtll^tftl>  That  the  time  within  which  said  Company  shall  advise 
this  Commission  whether  or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by  the  Order 
of  this  Cooimission,  dated  September  30th,  1919,  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  extended  for  a  period  of  ten  (10)  days  from  October  10th, 
1919. 


ORDER  No.  5139. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Washington,  Balti- 
more AND  Annapolis  Electric  Rail- 
road Company  for  Authority  to  Issue 
Twenty  Thousand,  Eight  Hundred  and 
Eighty-Five  Shares  of  the  Six  Per 
Cent.  Non-Cumulative  Preferred  Stocky 
and  SeU  the  Same  at  a  Price,  and 
Upon  the  Terms  and  Conditions  to  be 
Fixed  by  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion OP  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1719. 


The  above  entitled  matter  having  this  day  come  on  for  hearing  after 
due  notice  published  in  compliance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No. 
5116,  passed  September  13th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and 
finding  of  the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  issue  and  sale 
by  the  applicant,  the  Washington,  Baltimore  and  Annapolis  Electric 
Railroad  Company,  of  20,885  shares  of  its  Six  Per  Cent.  Non-cumula- 
tive Preferred  Stock,  of  the  par  value  of  Fifty  Dollars  ($50.00)  per 
share,  is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation, 
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It  Is,  Therefore,  This  16th  day  of  October,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbittt,  That  the  Washingrton,  Baltimore  and  Annapolis  Electric 
Railroad  Company  is  hereby  authorized  to  issue  and  sell  20,886  shares 
of  its  Six  Per  Cent.  Non-cumulative  Preferred  Stock,  of  the  par  value 
of  Fifty  Dollars  ($50.00)  per  share,  or  any  portion  thereof,  at  the 
price  of  Thirty-seven  Dollars  and  Fifty  Cents  ($37.60)  per  share,  with 
accrued  dividends  from  October  1st,  1919,  and  to  enter  into  agree- 
'ments  with  the  bankers  for  the  sale  and  issue  of  any  portion  of  the 
said  stock,  at  the  price  above  named,  paying  to  the  said  bankers  such 
compensation  for  underwriting  said  stock  as  to  the  Board  of  Directors 
of  the  said  Washington,  Baltimore  and  Annapolis  Electric  Railroad 
Company  may  seem  fair  and  just,  but  not  exceeding  the  compensation 
per  share  mentioned  in  the  evidence;  the  Commission  having  deter- 
mined that  the  use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  and  sale 
of  said  stock  is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  company, 
sion,  maintenance  or  improvement  of  its  facilities,  the  improvement  or 
maintenance  of  its  service  and  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of 
its  obligations. 

2.  That  the  said  Washington,  Baltimore  and  Annapolis  Electric 
Railroad  Company  shall  make  reports  to  this  Commission  duly  verified 
by  affidavits,  as  follows: 

(a)  Upon  the  issue  and  sale  for  cash  of  its  stock,  authorized  and 
to  wit:  the  acquisition  of  property,  the  construction,  completion  exten- 
approved  as  aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  issue  and 
sale,  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  there- 
from. 

(d)  At  the  termination  of  each  and  every  period  of  six  months 
from  the  date  of  this  order,  the  disposition  and  use  made  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  said  stock,  and  the  facts  and  the  circumstances  as  to  the 
property  acquired,  the  construction,  completion,  extension,  mainte- 
nance or  improvement  of  its  facilities,  the  improvement  or  maintenance 
of  its  service,  and  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obliga- 
tipns. 
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ORDER  No.  5150. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petitioii  of  The  United  Railways 
AND  ELBcnac  Company  of  Baltimore 
for  a  Modification  of  Certain  Orders, 
Now  in  Force,  Fixing:  the  Rates  of 
Fare  to  be  Charged  by  Said  Company 
and  for  Permission  to  File,  Publish  and 
Pat  in  Effect  a  New  Schedule  of  Rates 
of  Fare,  Increasing  Existing  Rates,  as 
Set  Forth  in  This  Petition. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1682. 


The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  having 
on  this  day  filed  its  petition  praying  certain  modifications  of  the  Com- 
mission's opinion  and  Order  No.  5120  accompanying  said  opinion  filed 
in  this  cause  on  September  30th,  1919,  and  it  not  being  convenient 
for  the  Commission  to  pass  upon  said  petition  at  this  time. 

It  Is,  Thebepore,  This  20th  day  of  October,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtbftf ll>  That  the  time  within  which  said  company  shall  advise 
this  Commission  whether  or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by  said  order 
bei«  and  the  same  is  hereby  further  extended  for  a  period  of  fifteen 
days  from  October  20th,  1919. 


ORDER  No.  5156. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Report  and  Petition  of  The  Termi- 
nal Freezing  and  Heating  Company 
with  RefiTsrd  to  Discontinuance  of  Serv- 
ice East  of  South  Street. 


J 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
*of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1725. 


Whereas,  The  Terminal  Freezing  and  Heating  Company  has  applied 
to  this  Commission  for  permission  to  suspend  the  furnishing  of  steam 
heating  service  in  the  territory  east  of  South  Street,  in  the  City  of 
Baltimore,  now  served  by  said  company;  and 

Whereas,  Protests  having  been  received  from  the  patrons  of  said 
company  who  would  be  affected  by  said  proposed  suspension  of  steam 
heating  service  in  the  territory  aforesaid;  and 

Whereas,  The  case  having  this  day  come  on  for  hearing  in  ac- 
cordance with  this  Commission's  Order  No.  5140  passed  October  16th,. 
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1919,  and  the  Commission,  throngrh  its  Chairman,  having  rendered 
an  oral  opinion  wherein  it  held  that  for  the  reasons  in  said  opinion 
assigned  it  would  be  unjust  and  unreasonable  to  permit  the  suspension 
of  steam  heating  service  at  this  time, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  21st  day  of  October,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jSDtbtttb^  That  the  petition  of  the  Terminal  Freezing  and  Heating 
Company  for  permission  to  suspend  the  furnishing  of  steam  heating 
service  in  the  territory  east  of  South  Street  in  the  City  of  Baltimore, 
now  served  by  said  company,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  denied  and 
dismissed. 


ORDER  No.  5157. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Public  Service  Com- 
mission OF  Maryland  va.  Wiluam  E. 

CONAWAY. 


Before  the 


Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1717. 


Whereas,  The  Commission  having  required  William  E.  Conaway  to 
appear  before  the  Commission  to  answer  certain  charges  preferred 
against  said  William  E.  Conaway  by  the  Transportation  Expert  of  the 
Commission  with  respect  to  sundry  violations  of  the  orders,  rules 
and  regulations  of  the  Commission  by  said  William  E.  Conaway  in  the 
operation  of  a  motor  vehicle  for  public  use  in  the  transportation  of 
passengers  between  Westminster  and  Gwynn  Oak  Junction;  and 

Whereas,  Said  William  E.  Conaway  having  duly  appeared  before 
the  Commission  on  the  date  hereof  and  having  answered  the  charges 
aforesaid,  and  the  Commission,  through  its  Chairman,  having  ren- 
dered an  oral  opinion  wherein  it  held  that  for  the  reasons  in  said 
opinion  assigned  it  '^rould  not  at  this  time  revoke  the  permit  issued 
by  it  under  which  said  William  E.  Conaway  operates. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  22nd  day  of  October,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

fiDtbtt^bi  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed. 
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ORDER  No.  5160. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  676. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Investicration  by  The  Commission  on 
Its  Own  Motion  of  the  Heating  of  Cars 
of  The  United  Railways  and  Elec- 
tric Company  of  Baltimore,  the  En- 
closing of  the  Vestibules  of  Said  Cars, 
and  of  the  Equipment  of  Said  Cars, 
with  Safety  Appliances  for  the  Protec- 
tion of  the  Public  on  the  Streets  of 
Baltimore  City. 

Whereas,  This  Commission  by  its  Order  No.  2545  entered  herein  on 
December  4th,  1915,  directed  and  required  The  United  Railways  and 
Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  among  other  things,  to  proceed  with 
the  work  of  vestibuling  all  of  its  semi-convertible  open-platform  cars 
by  installing  suitable  doors  with  simultaneously  operated  steps,  fold- 
ing up  when  doors  are  closed  and  vice  versa,  said  work  of  vestibuling 
to  be  prosecuted  at  the  rate  of  twelve  (12)  cars  per  month  until  com- 
pleted; and 

Wherea3>  The  work  aforesaid  proceeded  tip  to  January  1st,  1918,  at 
the  rate  required  by  the  Commission's  Order,  after  which  the  railway 
company  was  unable  to  secure  a  sufficient  number  of  mechanics  to 
enable  it  to  continue  the  work  at  the  rate  required  by  the  Commis- 
sion's Order;  and 

Whereas,  This  Commission  by  its  Order  No.  4385  entered  herein  on 
July  2nd,  1918,  relieved  the  railway  company  from  the  requirements 
of  the  Commission's  Order  No.  2545  aforesaid,  so  far  as  said  order 
required  the  railway  company  to  vestibule  twelve  (12)  cars  per  month; 
until  the  further  order  of  the  Commission,  or  until  the  railway  com- 
pany was  able  to  secure  a  sufficient  number  of  men  to  enable  it  to 
proceed  again  with  the  work  of  vestibuling  its  cars;  and 

Whereas,  On  April  1st,  1919,  the  railway  company  resumed  the 
work  of  vestibuling  its  cars  at  the  rate  required  by  the  Commission's 
Order  No.  2545  aforesaid;  and 

Whereas,  The  railway  company  has  now  petitioned  the  Commission 
to  reduce  the  number  of  cars  it  is  required  to  vestibule  per  month  from 
twelve  (12)  to  six  (6);  and 

Whereas,  It  appears  that  the  petition  of  the  railway  company  is 
reasonable  and  proper,  and  should  be  granted,  due  regard  being  had 
to  the  greatly  increased  cost  of  such  vestibuling,  it  appearing  that  the 
cost  per  car  has  increased  approximately  100  per  cent,  in  the  last 
three  years,  and  to  the  further  fact  that  the  probable  future  life  of 
a  number  of  the  cars  originally  ordered  vestibuled  is  of  such  limited 
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length  and  the  physical  condition  of  said  cars  such  as  to  probably 
make  it  unwise  and  uneconomical  to  vestibule  said  cars; 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  22nd  day  of  October,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbtttt^f  That  from  and  after  January  1st,  1920,  and  continuing 
until  the  further  order  of  this  Commission  in  the  premises,  the  require- 
ments of  this  Commission's  Order  No.  2545  entered  on  December  4th» 
1915,  with  respect  to  the  vestibuling  of  cars,  is  changed  so  that  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  shall  thereafter 
proceed  with  said  work  of  vestibuling  its  cars  at  the  rate  of  six  (6) 
cars  per  month,  instead  of  twelve  (12)  cars  per  month  as  originally 
required  by  said  Order  No.  2545,  subject  to  the  right  of  the  CommiB- 
sion  at  any  time  for  good  cause  shown  to  withdraw  this  order  and  to 
require  the  work  thereafter  to  proceed  at  the  rate  originally  pre- 
scribed, or  at  such  other  rate  as  may  be  determined  by  the  Commission. 


ORDER  No.  5162. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Hagerstown  and 
Frederick  Railway  Company  for  Au- 
thority to  Issue  Eighty-Five  Thousand 
Dollars,  Par  Valuei,  of  Its  First  and 
Refunding  Bonds. 


Before  the 

^•'•blic  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland.. 

Case  No.  1726. 


The  above  entitled  matter  having  this  day  come  on  for  hearing  after 
due  notice  published  in  compliance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No. 
5144,  passed  October  16th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding 
of  the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  issue  by  the  applicant. 
The  Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Railway  Company,  of  $85,000.00,  face 
amount,  of  its  First  and  Refunding  Mortgage  Thirty- Year  Sinking 
Fund  Gold  Bonds,  Six  Per  Cent.  Series,  is  reasonably  required  for  the 
purposes  of  said  corporation. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  28th  day  of  October,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jSDttIf  t(il>  That  the  applicant.  The  Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Rail- 
way Company,  be  and  it  is  hereby  authorized  to  issue  and  deliver  not 
exceeding  $85,000.00,  face  amount,  of  its  First  and  Refunding  Mort- 
gage Thirty- Year  Sinking  Fund  Gold  Bonds,  Six  Per  Cent.  Series,  and 
to  use  the  same  for  collateral  purposes  as  mentioned  in  said  petition, 
and  with  the  further  right  to  the  said  company  to  sell  and  dispose 
of  the  said  bonds,  or  any  part  thereof,  at  any  time,  at  not  less  than 
95  per  cent,  of  the  face  value  of  the  same;  the  proceeds  to  be  applied 
as  in  said  petition  set  forth,  the  Commission  having  determined  that 
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the  use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  of  said  bonds  is 
reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  company,  to  wit:  the 
lawful  discharge  and  refunding  of  its  obligations  incurred  in  making 
expenditures  for  proper  corporate  capital  purposes. 

It  Is  Further  SDtbttf  &>  That  The  Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Rail- 
way Company  report  to  this  Commission  the  fact  of  the  issuance  and 
delivery  of  said  bonds,  and  if  the  same  are  sold,  the  amount  thereof 
so  sold  and  the  price  obtained  therefor. 


ORDER  No.  5165. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Maryland,  Delaware 
AND  Virginia  Railway  Company  for 
an  Order  Permitting  and  Approving 
the  Construction  of  an  Industrial  Sid- 
ing on  Its  Centreville  Branch,  at  Per- 
lee,  Maryland,  for  Use  of  Murphy  and 
Hayes  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1728. 


Whereas,  It  appears  from  the  petition  and  exhibit  filed  in  the  above 
entitled  matter  that  the  proposed  construction  of  a  siding  at  Perlee, 
Maryland,  is  necessary  and  convenient  for  the  public  service,  and 

Whereas,  The  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  that  the  said  con- 
struction is  not  a  matter  of  such  nature  as  to  require  the  same  to  be 
set  for  hearing  under  the  terms  and  provisions  of  Section  26  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Law, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  29th  day  of  October,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jSDtbf  CCbf  That  the  proposed  construction  of  a  siding  at  Perlee  as 
set  forth  in  the  above  entitled  application  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby, 
permitted  and  approved. 
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ORDER  No.  5166. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Baltimore, 
Chesapeake  and  Atlantic  Railroad 
Company  for  an  Order  Permitting  and 
Approving  the  Construction  of  an  Ex- 
tension of  Three  Hundred  and  Fifty 
Feet  in  Leng^th  to  Neale's  Siding,  Lo- 
cated at  Hurlock,  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1729. 


Whereas,  It  appears  from  the  petition  and  exhibit,  filed  in  the  above 
entitled  matter,  that  the  proposed  extension  of  Neale's  Siding  at  Hur- 
lock,  Maryland,  is  necessary  and  convenient  for  the  public  service, 
and 

Whereas,  The  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  that  the  said  con- 
struction is  not  a  matter  of  such  nature  as  to  require  the  same  to  be 
set  for  hearing  under  the  terms  and  provisions  of  Section  26  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Law, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  29th  day  of  October,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbttttit  That  the  proposed  extension  of  Neale's  siding  at  Hur- 
lock,  Maryland,  as  set  forth  in  the  above  entitled  application  be,  and  it 
is  hereby,  permitted  and  approved. 


ORDER  No.  5167. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  The  Hagerstown  and 
Frederick  Railway  Company  vs.  E. 
V.  Hull. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1664. 


Whereas,  The  Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Railway  Company  having 
complained  to  this  Commission  that  £.  V.  Hull,  operating  motor  vehi- 
cles for  public  use  in  the  transportation  of  passengers  in  the  State  of 
Maryland,  has  not  observed  the  time  schedule  of  said  E.  V.  Hull  filed 
with  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland,  resulting  in  alleged 
loss  of  revenue  to  said  The  Hagerstown  and  Frederick  Railway  Com- 
pany, by  reason  of  the  fact  that  E.  V.  Hull  was  operating  his  motor 
vehicles  so  as  to  attract  unduly  trafiic  which  would  otherwise  be 
handled  by  the  complainant^  and 
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Whereas,  The  matter  having  come  on  to  be  heard  before  the  Commis. 
sion  on  May  15th,  1919,  and  it  appearing  at  said  hearing  that  while 
the  defendant  was  not  operating  in  accordance  with  time  schedule 
filed  with  the  Commission,  the  Commission  had  issued  permits  to  said 
defendant  authorizing  more  trips  than  the  schedule  filed  with  it  pro- 
vided, and  that  therefore  the  Commission  necessarily  must  allow  the 
filing  of  and  approve  a  subsequent  schedule  designed  to  conform  to 
the  authorized  permits  issued  to  said  defendant,  and  it  being  the  finding 
and  conclusion  of  the  Commission  that  the  complainant  should  have 
protested  the  application  of  the  defendant  for  permits  to  operate  motor 
vehicles  for  public  use  in  the  transportation  of  passengers  at  or  about 
the  time  such  applications  were  filed  with  the  Commission,  or  at  or 
about  the  time  when  application  is  made  for  the  renewal  of  said  per- 
mits, and  that  for  the  reasons  assigned  the  complaint  should  be  dis- 
missed, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  6th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtbttftl^  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed. 


ORDER  No.  5170. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Idlewild  Electric 
Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  of 
Federalsburg,  Maryland,  for  Author- 
ity to  Issue  Two  Thousand  Dollars; 
Par  Value,  of  Its  First  Mortgage 
Bonds. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1721. 


Whereas,  The  Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company 
of  Federalsburg,  Maryland^  a  corporation  organized  and  existing  un- 
der the  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission 
for  authority  to  issue  its  Forty- Year  Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgage 
Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Two  Thousand 
Dollars  ($2,000.00),  being  part  of  a  total  authorized  issue  of  One 
Hundred  and  Fifty  Thousand  Dollars  ($160,000.00)  secured  by  mort- 
gage or  deed  of  trust  dated  April  1st,  1916,  upon  the  property,  rights 
and  franchises  of  the  said  Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company  of  Federalsburg,  Maryland,  to  Philadelphia  Trust  Company, 
Trustee,  a  copy  of  which  mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  has  heretofore 
been  filed  with  the  Commission  in  Case  No.  1106,  and  to  sell  said 
bonds  at  not  less  than  89%  of  the  par  value  thereof,  the  proceeds  from 
the  sale  of  said  bonds  to  be  used  for  the  dischargre  or  lawful  refund- 
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ing  of  said  company's  obligations  incurred  in  making  betterments,  im- 
provements and  additions  to  its  plant  and  distributing  system  and  for 
the  improvement  and  maintenance  of  its  service  since  November  1st, 
1918,1  as  more  particularly  set  forth  and  described  in  petition  herein; 
and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  October 
28th,  1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Com- 
mission's Order  No.  5134  passed  October  15th,  1919,  and  the  hearing 
having  been  continued  to  November  7th,  1919,  upon  request  of  the 
applicant,  on  which  date  the  application  was  duly  heard,  and  it  being 
the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  investigation  that  the 
use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  and  sale  of  said  bonds 
is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation,  to  wit :  the 
discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations  incurred  in  making 
expenditures  for  proper  corporate  capital  purposes, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  7th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtitttht.  1-  That  the  issue  by  the  Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat 
and  Power  Company  of  Federalsburg,  Maryland,  of  its  Forty- Year 
Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgage  Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal 
amount  of  Two  Thousand  Dollars  ($2,000.00),  and  the  sale  of  said 
bonds  at  not  less  than  89  per  cent,  of  the  par  value  thereof,  plus  ac- 
crued interest,  be  and  the  same  are  hereby  authorized  and  approved. 

2.  That  tho  said  Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Com- 
pany of  Federalsburg,  Maryland,  shall  make  reports  to  this  Commis- 
sion, duly  verified  by  affidavits,  upon  the  issue  and  sale  of  its  bonds, 
authorized  and  approved  as  aforesaid,  or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact 
of  such  issue  and  sale,  the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  and  the 
amount  realized  therefrom. 


ORDER  No.  5171. 


In  the  Matter  of 


The  Application  of  The  Peninsular 
Light  and  Power  Company  for  Au- 
thority to  Issue  Four  Thousand  Dol- 
lars, Par  Value,  of  Its  First  Mortgage 
Bonds.  J  Case  No.  1722 


Before  the 


Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 


Whereas,  The  Peninsular  Light  and  Power  Company,  a  corpora- 
tion organized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland, 
has  applied  to  this  Commission  for  authority  to  issue  its  Thirty-six- 
Year  Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgrage  Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggregate 
principal  amount  of  Four  Thousand  Dollars  ($4,000.00),  being  part  of  a 
total  authorized  issue  of  Two  Hundred  Thousand  dollars  ($200,000.00) 
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secured  by  mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  dated  October  1st,  1918,  upon 
the  property,  rights  and  franchises  of  said  The  Peninsular  Light  and 
Power  Company  to  Philadelphia  Trust  Company,  Trustee,  a  copy  of 
which  mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  has  heretofore  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  in  Case  No.  1626,  and  to  sell  said  bonds  at  not  less  than 
89  per  cent,  of  the  par  value  thereof,  the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of 
said  bonds  to  be  used  for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  said 
company's  obligations  incurred  in  making  betterments^  improvements 
and  additions  to  its  plant  and  distributing  system  and  for  the  improve- 
ment and  maintenance  of  its  service  since  November  1st,  1918,  as  more 
particularly  set  forth  and  described  in  petition  herein;  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  October 
28th,  1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Commis- 
sion's Order  No.  5135  passed  October  15th,  1919,  and  the  hearing  hav- 
ing been  continued  to  November  7th,  1919,  upon  request  of  the  appli- 
cant, on  which  date  the  application  was  duly  heard,  and  it  being  the 
opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  investigation  that  the 
use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  and  sale  of  said  bonds  is 
reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation,  to  wit:  the 
discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations  incurred  in  making 
expenditures  for  proper  corporate  capital  purposes. 

It  Is  Therefore,  This  7th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland,. 

SDtbttttif  1*  That  the  issue  by  the  Peninsular  Light  and  Power 
Company  of  its  Thirty-six- Year  Six  Per  Centum  First  Mortgage  Gold 
Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Four  Thousand  Dollars 
($4,000.00),  and  the  sale  of  said  bonds  at  not  less  than  89  per  cent, 
of  the  par  value  thereof,  plus  accrued  interest,  be  and  the  same  are 
hereby  authorized  and  approved. 

2.  That  said  The  Peninsular  Light  and  Power  Company  shall  make 
reports  to  this  Commission,  duly  verified  by  affidavits,  upon  the  issue 
and  sale  of  its  bonds,  authorized  and  approved  as  aforesaid,  or  any 
part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  issue  and  sale,  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom. 


ORDER  No.  5172. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Saijsbury  Light, 
Heat  and  Power  Company  for  Au- 
thority to  Issue  Twenty-Two  Thousand 
Dollars,  Par  Value,  of  Its  Refunding 
Mortgage  Bonds. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1723. 


Whereas,  The  Salisbury  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  a  cor- 
I)oration  organized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Mary- 


316  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

land,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for  authority  to  issue  its  Thirty- 
six- Year  Six  Per  Centum  Refunding:  Mortgage  Gold  Bonds  of  the 
aggregate  principal  amount  of  Twenty-two  Thousand  Dollers  ($22,- 
000.00),  being  part  of  a  total  authorized  issue  of  Five  Hundred  Thou- 
sand Dollars  ($500,000.00)  secured  by  mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  dated 
October  1st,  1918,  upon  the  property,  rights  and  franchises  of  the  said 
Salisbury  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  to  Philadelphia  Trust 
Company,  Trustee,  a  copy  of  which  mortgage  or  deed  of  trust  has 
heretofore  been  filed  with  the  Commission  in  Case  No.  1625,  and  to 
sell  said  bonds  at  not  less  than  89  per  cent,  of  the  par  value  thereof, 
the  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  said  bonds  to  be  used  for  the  discharge 
or  lawful  refunding  of  said  company's  obligations  incurred  in  making 
betterments,  improvements  and  additions  to  its  plant  and  distributing 
sjrstem  and  for  the  improvement  and  maintenance  of  its  service  since 
November  1st,  1918,  as  more  particularly  set  forth  and  described  in 
petition  herein;  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  October 
28th,  1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Com- 
mission's Order  No.  5136  passed  October  ISth^  1919,  and  the  hearing 
having  been  continued  to  November  7th,  1919,  upon  request  of  the 
applicant,  on  which  date  the  application  was  duly  heard,  and  it  being 
the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  investigation  that  the 
use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  and  sale  of  said  bonds 
is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation,  to  wit: 
the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations  incurred  in  making 
expenditures  for  proper  corporate  capital  purposes. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  7th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbtttht  1*  That  the  issue  by  the  Salisbury  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company  of  its  Thirty-six- Year  Six  Per  Centum  Refunding  Mortgage 
Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Twenty-two  Thou- 
sand Dollars  ($22,000.00),  and  the  sale  of  said  bonds  at  not  \f  js  than 
89  per  cent,  of  the  par  value  thereof,  plus  accrued  interest,  bf  and  the 
same  are  hereby  authorized  and  approved. 

2.  That  the  said  Salisbury  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company  shall 
make  reports  to  this  Commission,  duly  verified  by  affidavits,  upon  the 
issue  and  sale  of  its  bonds,  authorized  and  approved  as  aforesaid,  or 
any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  issue  and  sale,  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom. 
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ORDER  No.  6173. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Cambridge  Gas,  Elec- 
TRic  Light  and  Power  Company  for 
Authority  to  Issue  Six  Thousand  Dol- 
lars, Par  Value,  of  Its  First  and  Re- 
funding Mortgage  Bonds. 


J 


Before  the 


Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1724. 


Whereas,  The  Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 
a  corporation  organized  and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of 
Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for  authority  to  issue  its 
Thirty-nine- Year  Six  Per  Centum  First  and  Refunding  Mortgage 
Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal  amount  of  Six  Thousand  Dol- 
lars ($6,000.00),  being  part  of  a  total  authorized  issue  of  Three  Hun- 
dred and  Fifty  Thousand  Dollars  ($350,000.00)  secured  by  mortgage 
or  deed  of  trust  dated  June  1st,  1916,  upon  the  property,  rights  and 
franchises  of  the  said  Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany to  Philadelphia  Trust  Company,  Trustee,  a  copy  of  which  mort- 
gage or  deed  of  trust  has  heretofore  been  filed  with  the  Commission 
in  Case  No.  1127,  and  to  sell  said  bonds  at  not  less  than  89  per  cent, 
of  the  par  value  thereof,  the  proce'eds  from  the  sale  of  said  bonds  to 
be  used  for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  said  company's 
obligations  incurred  in  making  betterments,  improvements  and  addi- 
tions to  its  plant  and  distributing  system  and  for  the  improvement 
and  maintenance  of  its  service  since  November  1st,  1918,  as  more 
particularly  set  forth  and  described  in  petition  herein;  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  October 
28th,  1919,  after  due  notice  published  in  accordance  with  this  Com- 
mission's Order  No.  5137  passed  October  15th,  1919,  and  the  hearing 
having  been  continued  to  November  7th,  1919,  upon  request  of  the 
applicant,  on  which  date  the  application  was  duly  heard,  and  it  being 
the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after  investigation  that 
the  use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  and  sale  of  said  bonds 
is  reasonably  required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation,  to  wit: 
the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations  incurred  in  making 
expenditures  for  proper  corporate  capital  purposes. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  7th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbftttif  1*  That  the  issue  by  the  Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light 
and  Power  Company  of  its  Thirty-nine- Year  Six  Per  Centum  First 
and  Refunding  Mortgage  Gold  Bonds  of  the  aggregate  principal 
amount  of  Six  Thousand  Dollars  ($6,000.00),  and  the  sale  of  said 
bonds  at  not  less  than  89  per  cent,  of  the  par  value  thereof,  plus 
accrued  interest,  be  and  the  same  are  hereby  authorized  and  approved. 

2.  That  the  said  Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
shall  make  reports  to  this  Commission,  duly  verified  by  affidavits,  upon 
the  issue  and  sale  of  its  bonds,  authorized  and  approved  as  aforesaid, 
or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact  of  such  issue  and  sale,  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom. 
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ORDER  No.  5175. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  United  Railways 
AND  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
for  a  Modification  of  Certain  Orders^ 
Now  in  Force,  Fixing  the  Rates  of 
Fare  to  be  Charged  by  Said  Company 
and  for  Permission  to  File,  Publish  and 
Put  in  Effect  a  New  Schedule  of  Rates 
of  Fare,  Increasing  Existing  Rates,  as 
Set  Forth  in  This  Petition. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1682. 


The  above  entitled  matter  being  under  consideration  it  is,  this  7th 
day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iJDtbf ttb>  That  the  time  within  which  The  United  Railways  and 
Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  shall  advise  the  Commission  whether 
or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by  Order  No.  5120  of  the  Commission 
passed  in  this  cause  on  September  30th,  1919,  be,  and  the  same  is 
hereby  further  extended  for  a  period  of  fifteen  days  from  November 
3rd,  1919. 


ORDER  No.  5176. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Mayor  and  City  Coun- 
cil OF  Havre  de  Grace  v8.  Havre  de 
Grace  Electric  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1618. 


Upon  the  order  of  the  solicitor  for  the  complainant  filed  herein  it  is, 
this  10th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nine- 
teen, .by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttttttif  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed  without  prejudice. 
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ORDER  No.  5177. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Mayor  and  City  Coun- 
cil OF  Havre  de  Grace  vs.  Havre  de 
Grace  Water  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1586. 


Upon  the  order  of  the  solicitor  for  the  complainant  filed  herein  it  is, 
this  IQth  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nine- 
teen, by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbttttif  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed  without  prejudice. 


ORDER  No.  5178. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1731. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Consolidated 
Gas,  Electric  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  and  The  Chesa- 
peake AND  Potomac  Telephone  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  City  for  the  Ap- 
proval of  an  A^rreement,  Dated  Sep- 
tember 22nd,  1919,  for  the  Sale  by  the 
Former  to  the  Latter  of  Two  Poles 
Located  on  Wyndcrest  Avenue,  South 
of  Summit  Avenue,  Catonsville,  Mary- 
land, Under  the  Terms  and  Provisions 
of  Order  No.  2954,  Entered  July  26th, 
1911,  in  Case  No.  1151. 


The  agrreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in  this  case  having*  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  10th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  1919, 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDthttthf  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agrree- 
ment,  or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  5179. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  Maryland  Carriers  Not 
Under  Federal  Control  for  Permission 
Under  Section  15  of  The  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  Law  to  File  and  Pub- 
lish on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice 
Supplements  Canceling  Tariffs  Pub- 
lishing Demurrage  Rules  of  Such  Car- 
riers. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  579. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed^  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  12th  day  of  November,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtbfttb^  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  Maryland  car- 
riers not  under  Federal  control,  shown  as  participating  carriers  in 
Agent  J.  E.  Fairbanks'  tariff  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  2,  effective  December 
1st,  1919,  under  concurrences  filed  with  this  Commission,^  to  file  and 
publish  on  one  day's  notice  to  the  Commission  and  the  public,  supple- 
ments canceling  tariffs  filed  by  or  on  behalf  of  such  individual  car- 
riers publishing  demurrage  rules  of  such  carriers. 

Provided,  Said  supplements  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon  issu- 
ance of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law,  and 
that  all  copies  of  said  supplements  shall  bear  the  following  notation: 

"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5179  of  date  November 
12th,  1919." 


ORDER  No.  5181. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Investigation  of  the  Regulations, 
Practices,  Equipment,  Appliances  and 
Services  of  The  United  Railways 
AND  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1123. 


Whereas,  This  Commission  by  its  Order  No.  3460  entered  herein 
on  February  6th,  1917,  directed  and  required  The  United  Railways  and 
Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  among  other  things,  to  provide  one 
thermometer  in  each  single-truck  closed  car  and  two  thermometers  in 
each  double-truck  closed  car;  and 
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Whereas,  The  railway  company  has  now  petitioned  the  Commission 
to  rescind  its  Order  No.  3460  aforesaid,  for  the  reason  that  since  said 
order  was  entered  the  railway  company  has  installed  automatic  ther- 
mostats, making  it  unnecessary  to  continue  the  use  of  thermome- 
ters in  order  to  properly  reg^ulate  temperature  of  cars  during  the 
winter  months,  and  that  if  the  railway  company  is  required  to  continue 
to  provide  thermometers  it  will  entail  an  unnecessary  expenditure  of 
money,  due  to  the  fact  that  through  theft  and  breakage  it  is  fre- 
quently necessary  to  replace  the  thermometers,  with  no  commensurate 
advantage  to  the  railway  company  or  its  patrons;  and 

Whereas,  The  Chief  Engineer  of  this  Commission  has  recommended 
that  Order  No.  3460  aforesaid  be  so  modified  as  to  relieve  the  railway   * 
company  of  the  requirement  of  installing  thermometers  on  those  cars 
that  are  equipped  with  thermostats,  in   which  recommendation  the 
Commission  concurs, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  14th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtbttthf  That  from  and  after  November  15th,  1919,  and  continuing 
until  the  further  order  of  this  Commission  in  the  premises,,  the  require- 
ments of  this  Commission's  Order  No.  3460  entered  on  February  6th, 
1917,  are  modified  and  changed  so  as  to  relieve  The  United  Railways 
and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  of  the  requirement  of  installing 
or  maintaining  thermometers  on  such  of  its  cars  as  are  equipped  with 
thermostats. 


ORDER  No.  6182. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Bal- 
timore City  for  Permission  and  Au- 
thority to  File  and  Publish  a  Schedule 
of  Rates  to  be  Effective  Upon  the  Re- 
turn of  the  Petitioner's  Telephone  Sys- 
tem to  It  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1709. 


The  Baltimore  Chamber  of  Commerce,  by  its  counsel,  having  filed  a 
petition  herein,  wherein  it  asks  that  the  hearing  of  the  above  entitled 
case  be  postponed  from  November  18th,  1919,  to  December  15th^  1919, 
it  is,  this  15th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and 
Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDt&tttll^  That  the  hearing  of  the  above  entitled  matter  heretofore 
set  for  November  18th,  1919,  at  10.30  A.  M.  at  the  office  of  the  Com- 
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mission,  Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Maryland,  be  and  it  is  hereby 
I>ostponed  until  December  15th,  1919,  at  the  same  hour  and  place. 

And  It  Is  Further  Ordered,  That  copies  of  the  aforesaid  petition 
of  the  Baltimore  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  of  this  order  be  forthwith 
served  upon  the  counsel  or  other  representative  of  The  Chesapeake 
and  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore  City  and  the  Assistant 
Greneral  Counsel  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland,  and 
that  notice  of  such  i>ostponement  be  also  g^iven  by  the  Secretary 
through  letter  to  other  parties  in  interest  who  would  participate  in 
these  proceeding's. 


ORDER  No.  5188. 


,      ,     ^,  .  -  Before  the 

In  the  Matter  of 

«,      ^       ,  .        .  ^  «,    •,  Public  Service  Conmiission 

The  Complamt  of  Catherine  W.  Hen-  ^^  Maryland 

NE8SY   V8.    The   Baltimore    County 

Water  and  Electric  Company.  q^^^  ^^  ^,j^^ 

The  above  cause  having:  been  previously  set  for  hearing  and  having 
been  heard  on  October  2nd,  1919,  when  both  parties  were  represented 
in  person  or  by  counsel,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the 
Commission  after  investigation  that  the  amount  of  water  registered 
by  meter  and  billed  the  complainant  by  the  respondent  actually  passed 
through  the  meter  and  was  used  by  said  complainant  or  those  occupy- 
ing the  premises  to  which  the  water  was  supplied  by  and  with  her 
permission  and  consent,  and  that  for  the  reasons  assig^ned  the  com- 
plainant is  not  entitled  to  the  relief  for  which  she  has  prayed, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  17th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

ilDtllftfb^  That  the  complaint  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed. 
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ORDER  No.  5184. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  United  Railways 
AND  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
for  a  Modification  of  Certain  Orders, 
Now  in  Force,  Fixing  the  Rates  of  Fare 
to  be  Charged  by  Said  Company  and 
for  Permission  to  File,  Publish  and  Put 
in  Effect  a  New  Schedule  of  Rates  of 
Fare,  Increasing  Existing  Rates,  as 
Set  Forth  in  This  Petition. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1682. 


The  above  entitled  matter  being  under  consideration  it  is,  this  17th 
day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtberell^  That  the  time  within  which  The  United  Railways  and 
Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  shall  advise  the  Commission  whether 
or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by  Order  No.  5120  of  the  Commission 
passed  in  this  cause  on  September  30th,  1919,  be,  and  the  same  is 
hereby  further  extended  until  November  29th,  1919; 


ORDER  No.  5186. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  op  Bal- 
timore City  and  Consolidated  Power 
Company  of  Baltimore  for  the  Ap- 
proval of  an  Agreement,  Dated  Aug^ust 
4th,  1919,  for  the  Sale  by  the  Former 
and  the  Purchase  by  the  Latter  of 
Twenty-Two  Poles  and  Eight  Anchor 
Guys  Located  on  Charles  Street  Ave- 
nue, South  of  Melvern  Avenue,  Balti- 
more, Maryland,  Under  the  Terms  and 
Provisions  of  Order  No.  2913,  Entered 
June  20th,  1919,  in  Case  No.  1131. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1734. 
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It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  seventeenth  day  of  November,  in  the  year 
1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jSDtbtttb^  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  5187. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1736. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Consolidated  Gas, 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
OF  Baltimore  for  the  Approval  of  an 
Agreement  Between  It  and  The  Chesa- 
peake and  Potomac  Telephone  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  City  for  the  Sale 
by  the  Former  to  the  Latter  of  One 
Pole  on  the  Northwest  Comer  of  Fay- 
ette and  Eleventh  Streets,  Under  the 
Terms  and  Provisions  of  Order  No. 
2954,  Entered  July  26th,  1916,  in  Case 
No.  1151. 

The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  seventeenth  day  of  November,  in  the  year 
of  1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbtttif  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  5197. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Discontinuance  of  Motor  Vehicle 
Freight  Service  Between  Hancock  and 
Hagerstown,  Maryland,  by  J.  M. 
Leighty. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1701. 


Whereas,  By  Order  No.  5060  of  this  Commission  entered  on  July 
29th,  1919,  the  above  entitled  matter  was  set  for  hearing  on  August 
1st,  1919;  and 
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Whereas,  Said  J.  M.  Lei^ty  having  failed  to  appear  at  the  hearing 
aforesaid,  and  it  now  appearing  that  the  applicant  has  discontinued 
the  operation  of  the  motor  vehicle  freight  line  between  Hancock,  Mary- 
land, and  Hagerstown,  Maryland,  no  objection  to  or  complaint  con- 
cerning which  discontinuance  has  been  made  to  the  Commission, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  18th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtitttllt  '^^^  ^he  applicant,  the  said  J.  M.  Leighty,  be  and  he  is 
hereby  authorized  to  abandon  and  discontinue  the  motor  vehicle  trans- 
I>ortation  service  between  Hancock,  Maryland,  and  Hagerstown,  Mary- 
land, the  Commission  having  determined  that  the  continuance  of  said 
service  by  the  applicant  is  no  longer  reasonably  necessary  or  con- 
venient for  the  public  service. 


ORDER  No.  5200. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  op  Bal- 
timore City  for  Permission  and  Au- 
thority to  File  and  Publish  a  Schedule 
of  Rates  to  be  Effective  Upon  the  Re- 
turn of  the  Petitioner's  Telephone  Sys- 
tem to  It  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1709. 


Upon  the  separate  petitions  and  applications  of  the  Protective  Tele- 
phone Association  of  Baltimore  City  and  The  Baltimore  Chamber  of 
Commerce, 

It  Is  S>ttttthf  This  2(>th  day  of  November,  1919,  by  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland  that  the  Chesapeake  and  Potomac 
Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore  City  be  and  it  is  hereby  ordered  and 
directed,  in  presenting  its  figures  for  the  consideration  of  this  Com- 
mission in  this  cause,  so  to  set  up  and  present  such  figures  that  they 
will  show,  as  clearly  as  can  be  reasonably  shown  thereby,  the  capital 
investment  of  the  Company,  both  as  it  stood  June  30th,  1914,  and  as 
additions  to  the  same  were  subsequently  made,  segregated  as  between 
Baltimore  City  and  the  State  elsewhere;  and  its  figures  as  to  receipts 
and  expenditures  in  the  operation  of  its  property  in  this  State,  like- 
wise segregated,  so  far  as  may  be  reasonably  possible,  as  between 
Baltimore  City  and  the  State  elsewhere. 

And  It  Is  Further  SDtbtttt^  That  a  copy  of  this  Order  be  forth- 
with served  upon  the  proper  representatives  of  the  said  Company, 
and  that  said  Company  notify  this  Commission  in  writing  within  five 
days  after  the  date  of  its  receipt  of  said  copy  whether  or  not  it  will 
accept  and  abide  by  the  terms  of  this  Order. 
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ORDER  No.  5205. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Official 
Classification,  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  Their 
Agent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less  Than 
Statutory  Notice  Consolidated  Freight 
Classification  No.  1. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  580. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  24th  day  of  November,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iODttlf  tf  tl»  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby,  given  the  carriers  not 
under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
Collyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  ten  days'  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  Consolidated  Freight  Classification  No.  1, 

Provided,  Said  Consolidated  Freight  Classification  No.  1  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  upon  issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by 
posting  as  required  by  law^  and  that  all  copies  of  said  classification 
shall  bear  the  following  notation: 

"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5205  of  date  November 
54th,  ^1919." 


ORDER  No.  5206. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Railroads  Not  Under 
Federal  Control,  Named  in  Uniform 
Storage  Tariff,  by  J.  E..  Fairbanks, 
Their  Agent,  for  Permission  Under 
Section  15  of  the  PuBUC  Service  Com- 
mission Law  to  File  and  Publish  on 
Less  Than  Statutory  Notice  Amended 
Rules  and  Charges  Applicable  to 
Freight  Stored  In  or  On  Railroad 
Premises. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  581. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  24th  day  of  November,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 
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jflDttlttfUf  T*^at  permission  be,  and  is  hereby,  given  the  railroads 
not  under  Federal  control  named  in  Uniform  Storage  Tariff,  by  J.  E. 
Fairbanks,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  amended  rules  and  charges  applicable  to 
freight  stored  in  or  on  railroad  premises,  as  per  exhibit  filed  with 
petition  herein. 

Provided,  Tariff  containing  said  amended  rules  and  charges  be  filed 
with  the  Commission  upon  issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by 
lasting  as  required  by  law,  and  that  all  copies  of  said  tariff  shall  bear 
the  following  notation: 

''Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5206  of  date  November 
24th,  1919." 


ORDER  No.  5208. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Edison  Electric 
Illuminating  Company  op  Cumber- 
land, Maryland,  for  an  Order  Per- 
mitting and  Approving  the  Exercise  of 
a  Franchise  Granted  by  the  Mayor 

AND  COUNCILMEN  OF  LONACONING  and 

to  Begin  Construction  Thereunder. 


J 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1732. 


Whereas,  The  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Cumber- 
land, Maryland,  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for  an  order  granting 
the  permission  and  approval  of  this  Commission  to  the  exercise  of 
the  franchise  granted  to  said  corporation  by  an  ordinance  of  the  Mayor 
and  Councilmen  of  Lonaconing,  passed  July  7th,  1915,  and  to  con- 
struction under  said  franchise,  as  in  said  application  set  forth;  and 

Whereas,  After  consideration  of  the  said  application  and  the 
exhibits  filed  therewith  and  after  due  hearing,  it  appears  that  the 
interests  and  convenience  of  the  public  will  be  subserved  by  such 
exercise  of  said  franchise  and  by  such  construction  under  said  fran- 
chise. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  25th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

dDtll^tf  tl»  That  the  permission  and  approval  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  be  and  it  her^y  is  given  to  the  exercise  by  the  Edison 
Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Cumberland,  Maryland,  of  the  fran- 
chise granted  to  said  corporation  by  the  said  ordinance  of  the  Mayor 
ai^d  Councilmen  of  Lonaconing  and  to  construction  under  said  fran- 
chise. 
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ORDER  No.  5217. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Joint  Aplication  of  Cambridge  Gas, 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 
Salisbury  Light,  Heat  and  Power 
Company,  Idlewild  Electric  Light, 
Heat  and  Power  Company  of  Feder- 
alsburg,  Maryland,  and  The  Penin- 
sular Light  and  Power  Company  for 
Authority  to  Consolidate. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1737. 


Whereas,  Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  and  Power  Company, 
Salisbury  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  Idlewild  Electric  Light, 
Heat  and  Power  Company  of  Federalsburg,  Maryland,  and  The  Penin- 
sular Light  and  Power  Company,  all  being  corporations  organized  and 
existing  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  have  applied  to  this 
Commission  for  the  approval  of  an  agreement  of  consolidation  under 
the  general  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  whereby  said  applicant 
companies  are  consolidated  into  a  new  corporation  to  be  known  as 
The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company  of  Maryland,  and  for 
authority  to  issue,  in  order  to  perfect  said  consolidation,  common 
capital  stock  of  said  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
of  Maryland  to  the  aggregate  amount  of  Three  Hundred  and  Fifteen 
Thousand  Dollars  ($315,000.00)  par  value,  in  exchange  for  common 
capital  stock  of  the  constituent  companies  of  like  aggregate  par 
value;  and 

Whereas,  The  application  having  this  day  come  on  to  be  heard  after 
due  notice  published  in  compliance  with  Order  No.  5196  of  the  Com- 
mission passed  November  18th,  1919,  and  the  Commission  being  of  the 
opinion  and  finding  after  hearing  that  said  consolidation  is  convenient 
for  the  public  service  and  that  the  issue  of  said  stock  is  reasonably 
required  for  the  purposes  of  said  consolidated  corporation  prescribed 
by  Section  34  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  of  Maryland, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  26th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

flDj:6^trt,  1-  That  the  execution  of  the  proposed  agreement  of  con- 
solidation by  which  Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  and  Power  Com- 
pany, Salisbury  Light,  Heat  and  Power  Company,  Idlewild  Electric 
Light.  Heat  and  Power  Company  of  Federalsburg,  Maryland,  and  The 
Peninsular  Light  and  Pov/er  Company  are  consolidated  into  a  new  cor- 
poration to  be  known  as  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Com- 
pany of  Maryland,  be  and  it  is  hereby  authorized  and  approved,  and 
said  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company  of  Maryland  be 
and  it  is  hereby  authorized  and  empowered  to  exercise  the  franchises 
and  rights  heretofore  granted  to  and  exercised  and  owned  by  the 
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constituent  companies,  or  granted  to  said  consolidated  company  under 
the  agreement  of  consolidation. 

2.  That  said  The  Eastern  Shore  Gas  and  Electric  Company  of  Mary- 
land is  hereby  authorized  to  issue  its  common  capital  stock  to  the 
aggregate  amount  of  Three  Hundred  and  Fifteen  Thousand  Dollars 
($315,000.00),  par  value,  in  exchange  for  all  of  the  common  capital 
stock  of  the  constituent  companies  of  like  aggreg^ate  par  value  issued 
and  o^ntstanding. 

3.  That  when  said  agreement  of  consolidation  is  executed  and  re- 
corded a  certified  copy  thereof  shall  be  filed  in  these  proceedings. 

4.  That  the  accounts  of  the  consolidated  company  shall  be  so  kept 
as  to  enable  the  Commission  at  any  and  all  times  to  determine  the 
capital  investment,  revenues  and  expenses  of  operation,  and  earnings 
of  the  properties  of  each  of  the  several  constituent  companies. 


ORDER  No.  5218. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  op  Bal- 
timore City  for  Permission  and  Au- 
thority to  File  and  Publish  a  Schedule 
of  Rates  to  be  Effective  Upon  the  Re- 
turn of  the  Petitioner's  Telephone  Sys- 
tem to  It  by  the  United  States  Govern- 
ment. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 


Case  No.  1709. 


Whereas,  The  Chesai)eake  and'  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Bal- 
timore City  has  made  application  to  this  Commission  for  permission 
and  authority  to  continue  in  effect  the  rates  and  charges  promulgated 
and  made  effective  for  said  The  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone 
Company  of  Baltimore  City  by  the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United 
States  during  the  period  of  Federal  control,  or  to  charge  and  collect 
such  other  rates  and  charges  as  the  Commission  may  find  to  be  just 
and  reasonable;  and 

Whereas,  It  has  not  been  possible  for  the  Commission  to  conclude 
its  investigation  concerning  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  aforesaid 
within  the  four  months'  period  after  the  termination  of  Federal  con- 
trol, prescribed  as  the  time  within  which  the  rates  promulgated  and 
made  effective  by  the  Postmaster  General  should  remain  in  effect  by 
the  Act  of  Congress  approved  July  11th,  1919,  providing  for  the  re- 
turn of  the  telephone  and  telegraph  lines  of  the  United  States  to 
private  control  and  operation  at  midnight  of  July  31st, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  26th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
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Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland^ 
SDtbtttlip  That  the  rates  and  charges  promulgated  and  made  effec- 
tive by  the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States  for  The  Chesa- 
peake and  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore  City  during  the 
period  of  Federal  control,  be  and  they  are  hereby  extended  and  con- 
tinued in  effect  as  the  rates  of  said  The  Chesapeake  and  Potomac 
Telephone  Company  of  Baltimore  City  until  such  time  as  the  Com- 
mission shall  have  concluded  the  hearing^s  and  investigations  now 
being  conducted  in  Case  No.  1709  and  shall  have  filed  and  made  effec- 
tive its  order  in  said  case. 


ORDER  No.  5219. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Potomac  Edison  Com- 
pany for  Authority  to  Purchase  and 
Acquire  the  Capital  Stock  of  the  West 
Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas  Company 
OF  Maryland,  the  Northern  Natural 
Gas  Company  and  the  Edison  Elec- 
tric Illuminating  Company  of  Cum- 
berland, Maryland,  and  Upon  Acqui- 
sition of  Such  Capital  Stock  for  Ap- 
proval of  the  Transfer  by  Said  Cor- 
porations of  Their  Property  and  Fran- 
chises to  the  Potomac  Edison  Com- 
pany, and  for  Authority  to  Purchase 
and  Acquire  Not  Less  Than  a  Majority 
of  the  Capital  Stock  of  the  Cumber- 
land Electric  Railway  Company. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission  i 
of  Maryland. 

,  Case  No.  1706. 


Whereas,  The  Potomac  Gas  and  Electric  Company  has  applied  to 
this  Commission  for  an  order  authorizing  and  approving  the  acquisi- 
tion by  purchase  by  the  Potomac  Gas  and  Electric  Company  of  all  the 
capital  stock  of  the  West  Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas  Company  of 
Maryland,  the  Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  and  the  Edison  Electric 
Illuminating  Company  of  Cumberland,  Maryland,  and,  upon  such  acqui- 
sition of  such  capital  stock,  the  transfer  to  the  Potomac  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  by  the  West  Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas  Company 
of  Maryland,  the  Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  and  the  Edison 
Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Cumberland,  Maryland,  of  all  the 
respective  properties  and  franchises  of  said  three  last  mentioned  cor- 
porations, and  also  authorizing  and  approving  the  acquisition  by  pur- 
chase by  the  Potomac  Gas  and  Electric  Company  of  not  less  than  a 
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jnajority  of  the  outstanding  capital  stock  of  the  Cumberland  Electric 
Railway  Company ,  all  as  in  said  application  set  forth;  and 

Whereas,  The  West  Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Mary- 
land, the  Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  and  the  Edison  Electric 
Illuminating  Company  of  Cumberland,  Maryland,  have  similarly  applied 
for  an  order  authorizing  and  approving  the  transfer  by  them  to  the 
Potomac  Gas  and  Electric  Company  of  all  their  respective  properties 
and  franchises  upon  the  acquisition  by  the  Potomac  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  of  all  the  capital  stock  of  said  three  corporations;  and 

Whereas,  After  consideration  .of  the  said  applications  and  the  ex- 
hibits filed  therewith  and  thereafter,  and  after  due  hearing,  it  appears 
that  the  interests  and  convenience  of  the  public  will  be  subserved  by 
.such  acquisition  of  capital  stocks  and  properties, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  26th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDthttttif.  1.  That  the  acquisition  by  purchase  by  the  Potomac  Gas 
and  Electric  Company  of  all  the  capital  stock  of  the  West  Virginia 
and  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Maryland,  the  Northern  Natural  Gas 
Company  and  the  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Cumber- 
land, Maryland,  and,  upon  such  acquisition  of  such  capital  stock,  the 
transfer  to  the  Potomac  Gas  and  Electric  Company  by  the  West  Vir- 
ginia and  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Maryland,  the  Northern  Natural 
Gas  Company  and  the  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Cum- 
berland, Maryland,  of  all  of  the  respective  properties  and  franchises 
of  the  said  three  last  mentioned  corporations,  be  and  such  acquisition 
and  such  transfer  hereby  are  authorized  and  approved,  and  the  con- 
sent, permission  and -approval  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  is 
hereby  griven  to  such  acquisition  and  transfer,  the  respective  proper- 
ties and  franchises  so  to  be  transferred  including — 

(a)  All  the  property,  works,  system  and  franchises  of  the  West 
Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Maryland,  said  franchises 
comprising  all  rights  vested  in  said  corporation  under  or  by  virtue  of 
Section  142  of  Art.  23  of  the  Code  of  Public  General  Laws  of  Mary- 
land (Edition  of  1904),  or  any  other  applicable  provision  of  the  General 
Laws  of  Maryland,  and  also  all  rights  vested  in  said  corporation  under 
or  by  virtue  of  the  following  instruments,  copies  of  which  have  been 
filed  in  these  proceedings,  to  wit: 

1.  Ordinance  No.  7  of  the  Mayor  and  Commissioners  of  Western- 
port,  passed  July  1st,  1907,  relating  to  the  Western  Maryland  Gas  Com- 
pany of  Allegany  County  (the  corporate  name  of  which  was  subse- 
quently changed  to  the  West  Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas  Company  of 
Maryland). 

2.  Ordinance  of  the  Council  of  the  Town  of  Midland,  passed  June 
25th,  1907,  relating  to  the  Western  Maryland  Gas  Company  (now 
West  Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Maryland). 

3.  Ordinance  of  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  the  Town  of  Lonaconing, 
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passed  October  1st,  1906,  relating  to  the  West  Virginia  Central  Gas 
Company. 

4.  Assignment  of  last  mentioned  franchise  (and  others)  by  the  West 
Virginia  Central  Gas  Company  to  the  West  Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas 

a 

Company  (of  West  Virginia)  dated  October  1st,  1906. 

6.  Assignment  of  last  mentioned  franchise  by  the  West  Virginia  and 
Maryland  Gas  Company  (of  West  Virg^inia)  to  the  West  Virginia  and 
Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Maryland,  dated  March  21st,  1907. 

6.  Ordinance  No.  129  of  the  Mayor  and  Councilmen  of  Frostburg 
relating  to  the  Western  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Allegany  County 
(now  the  West  Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Maryland), 
passed  September  10th,  1906. 

(b)  All  the  property,  works,  system  and  franchises  of  the  Northern 
Natural  Gas  Company,  said  franchises  comprising  all  rights  vested  in 
said  corporation  under  or  by  virtue  of  Section  142  of  Art.  23  of  the 
Code  of  Public  General  Laws  of  Maryland  (Edition  of  1904),  or  any 
other  applicable  provision  of  the  General  Laws  of  Maryland,  and  also 
all  rights  vested  in  said  corporation  under  or  by  virtue  of  the  following 
instruments,  copies  of  which  have  been  filed  in  these  proceedings,  to 
wit: 

1.  Ordinance  of  the  Mayor  and  Common  Council  of  the  Town  of 
Deer  Park,  passed  April  23rd,  1909,  relating  to  the  West  Virginia  and 
Mar^'^land  Gas  Company  of  Maryland. 

2.  Ordinance  of  the  Mayor  and  (Council  of  Loch  Lynn  Heights,  passed 
April  23rd,  1909,  relating  to  the  West  Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas 
Company  of  Maryland. 

3.  Ordinance  of  the  Mayor  and  Town  Council  of  Oakland,  passed 
April  23rd,  1909,  relating  to  the  West  Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas 
Company  of  Maryland. 

4.  Assignment  of  the  three  last  mentioned  franchises  by  the  West 
Virginia  and  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Maryland  to  the  Northern 
Natural  Gas  Company,  dated  September  8th,  1909. 

5.  Agreement  between  the  Mountain  Lake  Park  Association  of 
Garrett  County,  the  Commissioners  of  Mountain  Lake  Park  and  the 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company,  dated  May  21st,  1910,  and  referred 
to  in  Order  No.  32  of  this  Commission,  passed  July  14th,  1910,  grant- 
ing permission  and  approval  to  the  exercise  by  the  Northern  Natural 
Gas  Company  of  Maryland  of  the  franchise  thereby  granted. 

6.  Order  of  the  County  Commissioners  for  Garrett  County  under 
date  of  March  18th,  1907,  relating  to  the  West  Virginia  and  Maryland 
Gas  Company  (of  West  Virginia). 

7.  Assignment  of  last  mentioned  franchise  by  the  West  Virginia  and 
Maryland  Gas  Company  (of  West  Virginia)  to  the  Northern  Natural 
Gas  Company,  dated  September  8th,  1909. 

(c)  All  the  property,  works,  system  and  franchises  of  the  Edison 
Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Cumberland,  Maryland,  said  fran- 
chises comprising  all  rights  vested  in  said  corporation  under  or  by 
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virtae  of  any  applicable  provision  of  the  General  Laws  of  Maryland, 
and  also  all  rights  vested  in  said  corporation  under  or  by  virtue  of  the 
following  instruments,  copies  of  which  have  been  filed  in  these  pro- 
ceedings, to  wit: 

1.  Order  of  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  Cumberland,  Maryland,  passed 
and  approved  March  4th,  1884,  referred  to  in  extract  from  minutes  of 
meeting  held  March  3rd,  1884,  and  set  out  in  full  in  an  affidavit  of 
James  A.  McHenry,  dated  September  29th,  1919,  a  copy  of  an  extract 
from  said  minutes  and  copy  of  affidavit  being  on  file  in  these  pro- 
ceedings. 

2.  Franchise  grant  by  the  Road  Directors  for  Allegany  County, 
Maryland,  to  the  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company,  dated  April 
7th,  19i5,  and  referred  to  in  Order  No.  2357  of  this  Commission, 
passed  June  9th,  1915,  permitting  and  approving  the  exercise  by  the 
Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Cumberland,  Maryland,  of 
said  franchise. 

3.  Ordinance  of  the  Mayor  and  Councilmen  of  Lonaconing,  passed 
July  7th,  1915,  relating  to  the  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company 
of  Cumberland,  Maryland. 

4.  Ordinance  No.  75  of  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Cumberland, 
Maryland,  passed  July  9th,  1900,  relating  to  the  Edison  Electric  Illu- 
minating Company  of  Cumberland,  Maryland. 

2.  That  the  acquisition  by  purchase  by  the  Potomac  Gas  and  Electric 
Company  of  not  less  than  a  majority  of  the  outstanding  capital  stock 
Ox  the  Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Company  be  and  such  acquisition 
hereby  is  authorized  and  approved  and  the  consent,  permission  and 
approval  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  is  hereby  griven  to  such 
acquisition. 

Provided,  However,  That  the  consent,  permission  and  approval  here- 
by given  to  the  acquisition  of  capital  stocks  shall  not  become  operative 
until  such  acquisition  shall  have  been  approved  by  the  Board  of  Direc- 
tors of  the  Potomac  Gas  and  Electric  Company  and  evidence  of  such 
approval  shall  have  been  filed  in  these  proceedings,  and  the  consent, 
permission  and  approval  hereby  given  to  the  transfer  of  properties 
and  franchises  shall  not  become  operative  until  such  transfer  shall 
have  been  approved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Potomac  Gas  and 
Electric  Company  and  by  the  respective  boards  of  directors  and  stock- 
holders of  the  three  corporations  making  such  transfers,  and  evidence 
of  such  approval  shall  have  been  filed  in  these  proceedingfs. 

And  Provided  Further,  That  nothing  in  this  Order,  or  in  any  of  the 
transactions  on  which  it  is  based,  shall  hereafter  be  taken  as  com- 
mitting the  Public  Service  Commission  to  any  valuation  of  the  prop- 
erty and  assets  of  the  said  purchasing  Company  for  rate-making  pur- 
poses; it  being  hereby  expressly  declared  that  in  any  future  investiga- 
tion or  investigations  of  the  rates  of  said  Company  the  maximum  rate 
or  rates  then  fixed  by  the  Commission  will  be  based  upon  the  value  of 
said  property  and  assets  then  used  and  useful  in  the  public  service 
regardless  of  the  price  paid  for  them  by  the  said  Company. 
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ORDER  No.  5223 


In  the  Matter  of 


I 


The  Petition  of  The  United  Railways 
AND  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
for  a  Modification  of  Certain  Orders, 
Now  in  Force,  Fixing  the  Rates  of 
Fare  to  be  Charged  by  Said  Company 
and  for  Permission  to  File,  Publish  and 
Put  in  Effect  a  New  Schedule  of  Rates 
of  Fare,  Increasing  Existing  Rates,  as 
Set  Forth  in  This  Petition. 


J 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1682 


Pursuant  to  the  conclusion  reached  in  the  aforegoing  opinion,  it  is, 
this  29th  day  of  November,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nine- 
teen, by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

i9Dttlft^tl>  That  paragraph  4  of  Order  No.  5120  entered  in  this 
cause  by  the  Commission  on  September  30th,  1919,  be  and  it  is  hereby 
modified  and  amended  so  as  to  read  as  follows: 

''That  from  and  after  the  hour  of  midnight  on' the  30th  of 
September,  1920,  said  company's  right  and  privilege  to 
charfi^e  and  collect  the  increased  fares  authorized  hereby 
shall  cease  and  determine  and  said  company  shall  thereupon 
put  in  force  and  effect,  and  maintain  until  thereafter  law- 
fully changed,  the  schedule  of  fares  operative  on  the  30th 
of  September,  1919,  unless  this  Commission  or  other  lawful 
authority  shall  in  the  meantime  have  modified,  extended  or 
superseded  this  order;  provided,  however,  that  if  this  order 
has  not  been  so  extended  or  superseded,  and  there  shall  be 
pending  on  September  30th,  1920,  an  application  by  said 
company  filed  before  August  31st,  1920,  for  a  continuance 
in  whole  or  in  part  of  the  relief  hereby  g^^anted  or  for 
increased  fares,  then  the  right  to  collect  the  fares  author- 
ized by  this  order  shall  continue  until  the  determination 
by  the  Commission  of  said  pending  proceedings;  and  pro- 
vided, further,  that  in  case  of  any  proceeding  hereafter 
instituted  before  the  30th  day  of  September,  1920,  for  the 
right  to  charge  and  collect  fares  in  excess  of  those  in  effect 
on  the  30th  of  September,  1919,  the  burden  of  proving  the 
reasonableness  of  any  such  excess  fare  shall  be  and  remain 
on  said  company;  provided,  however,  that  nothing  in  this 
order  shall  be  held  to  affect  in  any  way  the  right  of  the 
company  to  proceed  with  the  pending  valuation  to  which 
said  company  is  a  party  or  its  right  of  appeal  from  the 
finding  or  orders  growing  out  of  said  valuation  proceed- 
inga." 
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And  It  Is  Further  i9Dtllttttl>  That  except  as  hereby  modified  and 
amended  Order  No.  5120  aforesaid  shall  be  and  remain  in  full  force 
and  effect. 

And  It  Is  Further  SDtittttit  That  a  copy  of  this  order  be  forth- 
with served  upon  the  proper  officers  of  The  United  Railways  and 
Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  and  that  said  company,  within  ten 
days  from  the  date  of  the  service  of  such  copy,  advise  this  Commis- 
sion in  writing  whether  or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by  Order  No. 
6120  aforesaid  as  modified  and  amended  by  this  order. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  United  Railways 
AND  Electric  CbMPANY  of  Baltimore 
for  a  Modification  of  Certain  Orders, 
Now  in  Force,  Fixing  the  Rates  of  Fare 
to  be  Charged  by  Said  Company  and 
for  Permission  to  File,  Publish  and 
Put  in  Effect  a  New  Schedule  of  Rates 
of  Fare,  Increasing  Existing  Rates,  as 
Set  Forth  in  This  Petition. 

m 

By  the  Commission. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1682 


Filed  November  29th,  1919. 


The  Commission's  opinion  in  the  above  case  was  filed  September 
30th,  1919,  and  was  accompanied  by  an  Order  No.  5120  in  which  it 
was  ordered,  as  by  law  provided,  that  the  petitioning  Company  should 
advise  the  Commission  in  writing  within  ten  days  from  the  date  of 
service  upon  it  of  a  copy  of  such  order  whether  or  not  it  would  accept 
and  abide  by  the  same. 

Before  the  expiration  of  said  ten  days  the  Company  requested  and 
obtained  an  extension  of  such  period  for  the  purpose  of  giving  its 
representatives  further  opportunity  to  study  and  analyze  the  opinion 
of  the  Commission  upon  which  such  order  was  based. 

On  October  20th  the  Company  filed  a  petition  for  a  modification  of 
such  order  and  opinion.  In  such  petition  the  Company  alleged  in 
substance  that  before,  during,  and  since  the  hearing  in  this  cause  its 
officials  had  been  engaged  in  a  comprehensive  study  of  plans  for  the 
improvement  of  the  service  and  for  the  increase  of  carrying  capacity 
of  the  service  rendered;  that  its  officials^  had  hesitated  to  authorize 
large  capital  expenditures  in  view  of  prevailing  high  prices,  but  that 
in  order  to  keep  pace  with  and  stimulate  the  growth  of  the  city  and 
in  view  of  the  seeming  stabilization  of  prices,  such  officials  were  about 
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to  recommend  to  the  Company's  directors  the  purchase  of  from  three 
hundred  to  three  hundred  and  fifty  new  cars,  the  improvement  or  re- 
construction of  approximately  forty  miles  of  track  and  the  expenditure 
of  substantial  sums  for  improvement  of  the  power  situation,  all  ag^e- 
^ating  a  total  capital  sum  of  several  million  dollars. 

The  Company  further  stated  in  its  said  petition  that  it  was  willing 
to  continue  the  rates  of  fare  established  by  said  Order  No.  5120  for 
a  sufficient  length  of  time  to  determine  their  adequacy  or  inadequacy 
both  for  the  proper  operation  and  maintenance  of  the  property  and  for 
the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  the  balance  to  surplus  which 
this  Commission  had  declared  in  said  opinion  the  Company  was  reason- 
ably entitled  to  earn,  but  believed  that  no  fair  test  of  such  order  could 
be  had  until  certain  of  the  Commission's  estimates  of  receipts  and 
expenditures,  particularly  as  to  maintenance  and  depreciation  reserves, 
had  been  corrected,  and  the  Commission's  expressions  relative  thereto 
made  so  clear  that  they  could  not  reasonably  be  misinterpreted  by  the 
public. 

Other  orders  extending  the  time  within  which  the  Company  should 
signify  its  acceptance  or  rejection  of  Order  No.  5120  were  subse- 
quently passed,  and  the  petition  finally  came  to  a  hearing  on  Novem- 
ber 14th,  1919. 

At  this  hearing  counsel  for  the  Company  apparently  abandoned  the 
request  that  the  Commission's  estimates  as  set  forth  in  its  opinion  be 
corrected,  but  contended  that  it  should  be  made  more  abundantly 
clear  in  the  opinion  that  such  estimates  were  in  fact  merely  estimates, 
and  that  if  the  Commission's  estimates  of  expenditures  were  exceeded 
in  actual  operation  without  a  corresponding  saving  tn  other  estimates, 
the  Company  would  not  necessarily  be  penalized  thereby.  Great  stress 
was  laid  upon  the  necessity  of  upholding  the  Company's  credit  in  the 
eyes  of  the  investing  public  in  order  that  capital  necessary  to  make 
the  improvements  referred  to  in  the  petition  and  for  refinancing  might 
the  more  readily  be  secured,  and  it  was  contended  that  with  the  opinion 
as  originally  written,  such  credit  was  more  likely  to  be  impaired  than 
^strengthened. 

It  was  also  contended  that  Section  Four  of  the  order  should  be 
amended  in  certain  minor  particulars. 

After  a  careful  study  of  the  opinion  in  the  light  of  the  above  criti- 
cisms, the  Commission  is  unable  to  see  wherein  it  is  necessary  that  it 
should  be  corrected  or  modified  in  order  to  make  it  more  abundantly 
clear  that  our  estimates  of  probable  receipts  and  expenditures  were 
in  fact  merely  estimates,  and  were  in  no  sense  meant  to  be  limita- 
tions upon  the  Company's  right  to  make  such  expenditures  for  the 
operation  and  maintenance  of  its  property  as  might  be  found  reason- 
ably necessary.  When  the  Commission  states  in  parag:raph  after 
paragraph  of  an  opinion  that  its  figures  are  merely  estimates,  heads 
its  tables  with  the  statement  that  the  figures  therein  are  merely 
estimates,  and  then  finally  concludes  that  portion  of  its  opinion  with 
a  clear  statement  that  all  of  its  said  figures  are  merely  estimates, 
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and  that  if  such  estimates  turn  out  to  be  materially  wrong,  steps  will 
be  taken  at  once  to  modify  the  order  based  upon  the  same,  it  is  some- 
what di£Qcult  to  see  how  any  reader  of  that  opinion  could  possibly 
look  upon  such  figrures  other  than  as  estimates,  or  conceive  them  in 
any  way  to  have  been  intended  as  limitations  upon  the  right  of  the 
Company  to  expend  such  sums  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
its  property  as  might  be  found  by  actual  experience  to  be  reasonably 
necessary. 

In  view,  however,  of  the  fact  that  in  the  haste  with  which  our 
opinion  in  this  case  was  prepared  in  order  that  the  new  rates  should 
go  into  effect  by  October  1st,  1919,  the  Commission  failed  to  make 
entirely  clear  just  what  balance  to  surplus  the  Company  should  be 
permitted  to  earn  under  varying  conditions  in  the  future,  we  have 
concluded  that  it  is  desirable  for  us  to  file  a  supplementary  opinion 
in  which  our  views  upon  this  important  point  will  be  so  clearly  set 
forth  that  there  will  be  no  reasonable  ground  for  any  misunderstand- 
ing as  to  the  same. 

In  our  original  opinion  in  this  case  we  stated  in  one  place  that  the 
best  interests  of  the  public  with  respect  to  the  Company  required  that 
it  should  earn  a  balance  of  not  materially  less  than  one  and  a  half 
times  its  fixed  charges,  or  $1,500,000  per  annum,  after  the  payment 
of  operating  expenses,  fixed  charges,  taxes  and  the  making  of  reason- 
able allowance  for  its  accident  and  depreciation  reserves.  Subsequently 
in  that  opinion  we  stated  that  the  Company  was  entitled  to  charge 
rates  at  the  present  time  estimated  to  yield  it  a  balance  to  surplus 
of  approximately  one  million  dollars  after  the  payment  of  such 
exi>enses  and  charges  and  the  making  of^such  allowances.  In  that 
opinion  we  neglected  to  reconcile  these  two  apparently  conflicting 
statements,  with  the  natural  result  that  doubt  has  arisen  as  to  exactly 
what  may  hereafter  be  our  policy  with  respect  to  the  rates  authorized 
by  the  order  passed  pursuant  to  such  opinion. 

Pending  the  establishment  of  fares  based  upon  a  valuation  of  the 
Company's  property  or  the  adoption  of  a  plan,  under  which  fares  will 
be  more  or  less  automatically  established  upon  the  basis  of  actual 
cost  of  the  service  rendered,  it  is  the  belief  of  this  Commission  that 
an  earning  capacity  of  one  and  a  half  times  the  fixed  charges  of  the 
Company  is  reasonable  and  necessary  and  in  the  interest  of  the  public. 
But  we  do  not  believe  that  the  entire  burden  of  earning  this  surplus 
should  be  placed  upon  the  public  at  the  present  time  and  under  exist- 
ing circumstances.  We  feel  that  a  portion  of  the  responsibility  for 
earning  such  balance  to  surplus  should  be  placed  upon  the  Company,^ 
and  that  this  responsibility  can  and  should  be  met  by  the  exercise  of 
all  reasonable  economies  and  efficiencies  on  its  part.  But  the  Com- 
mission is  not  to  be  understood  as  undertaking  to  establish  in  the 
future  rates  and  fares  estimated  to  yield  such  a  balance  to  Surplus 
of  $1,500,000,  or  to  increase  existing  rates  in  order  that  they  may 
yield  such  amount.  We  merely  mean  that  it  is  not  our  intent  to 
refuse  such  earning  capacity,  provided  the  Company,  by  diligent,  sensi> 
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ble  economies  and  good  service,  can  produce  such  a  surplus.  It,  in 
time,  the  balance  to  surplus  under  any  existing  rate  of  fare  should 
come  to  exceed  such  $1,500,000,  tl^e  Commission,  of  its  own  initiative, 
will  proceed  to  consider  the  propriety  of  reducing  the  rates  of  fare 
then  in  force. 

Pending  the  institution  and  coming  into  full  effectiveness  of  such 
economies  and  increased  efficiency,  it  was  at  the  date  of  the  original 
opinion  and  is  now  the  view  of  this  Commission  that  the  rates  of 
fare  authorized  to  be  charged  by  the  Company  should  be  such  as 
may  reasonably  be  anticipated  to  yield  a  balance  to  surplus  of  approxi- 
mately one  million  dollars  ($1,000,000)  after  the  payment  of  the  Com- 
pany's operating  expenses,  taxes,  fixed  charges,  and  the  making  of 
reasonable  allowances  for  the  maintenance  of  the  property  and  of 
its  accident  and  depreciation  reserves. 

In  other  words,  if,  after  exercising  what  may  seem  to  the  Commis- 
sion to  be  Reasonable  economy  and  efficiency  in  the  operation  of  its 
property,  it  appears  that  the  Company  is  unable  to  earn  under  the 
established  rates  such  a  balance  to  surplus  of  approximately  one 
million  dollars,  the  Commission  stands  ready,  upon  request  of  the 
Railways  Company,  to  reconsider  the  estimates  set  forth  in  its  original 
opinion,  and  also  the  rates  of  fare  authorized  to  be  charged  by  our 
Order  No.  5120  passed  pursuant  thereto. 

But  in  fixing  $1,000,000  as  the  minimum  balance  to  surplus  which 
the  Company  should  be  permitted  to  earn  under  existing  conditions, 
this  Commission  is  not  to  be  understood  as  undertaking  to  guarantee 
such  balance  to  surplus  at  the  expense  of  the  public  at  any  and  all 
hazards. 

It  will  be  noted  that  we  have  conditioned  our  conclusion  as  to  such 
balance  to  surplus,  first,  upon  the  exercise  of  reasonable  efficiency  in 
the  operation  of  the  property;  second,  upon  the  exercise  of  reasonable 
economies,  and,  third,  upon  the  expenditures  of  no  more  than  reason- 
able amounts  for  the  maintenance  of  the  property  and  of  its  accident 
and  depreciation  reserves. 

In  our  original  opinion  in  this  case  we  had  occasion  to  consider 
what,  in  our  judgment,  would  constitute  reasonable  expenditures  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  property  and  reasonable  allowances  for  the 
Company's  accident  and  depreciation  reserves.  This  was  necessary 
in  order  for  us  to  reach  a  definite  basis  on  which  to  establish  the 
rates  fixed  by  such  order.  We  nevertheless  appreciate  the  impossi- 
bility of  determining  in  advance  the  exact  amount  of  money  to  be 
expended  upon  any  one  item,  particularly  in  a  period  of  economic 
readjustment,  such  as  the  present.  Table  IV  of  the  original  opinion 
and  our  other  estimates  therein  are  not,  therefore,  to  be  construed  as 
placing  a  limit  upon  the  amount  which  may  be  spent  by  the  Railways 
Company  on  each  item,  but  should  be  understood  as  constituting  an 
expression  of  the  Commission's  opinion  as  to  the  sums  which  would 
probably  be  necessary.  It  may  be  that  actual  experience  will  demon- 
strate the  need  of  larger  appropriations  or  expenditures  for  some  of 
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the  items  therein  contained,  but  in  any  application  hereafter  filed  for 
an  increase  in  the  rates  prescribed  by  such  order  the  Company  must 
assume  the  burden  of  justifying*  any  expenditures  in  excess  of  our 
estimates  set  forth  in  such  opinion.  Moreover,  it  is  the  hope  of  the 
Commission  that  if  there  should  be  any  increased  expenditures  in 
excess  of  such  estimates,  such  increases  may  be  offset  by  increased 
income  or  by  reductions  in  other  items  brought  about  by  strict  econ- 
omy and  greater  efficiency  in  operating  methods. 

This  Commission  would  not,  UBder  any  circumstances,  feel  justified 
in  going  farther  than  the  above  in  giving  assurances  as  to  what  will 
be  its  future  action  with  respect  to  any  public  utility  subject  to  its 
jurisdiction.  And  especially  would  we  not  feel  so  justified  in  the  case 
of  this  particular  Company,  as  its  monthly  reports  since  the  date  of 
our  original  opinion  and  order  have  shown  expenditures  for  mainte> 
nance  and  depreciation  so  greatly  in  excess  of  our  estimates  above 
referred  to,  and  largely  in  excess  of  any  expenditures  heretofore  made 
in  like  periods  on  account  of  such  items.  These  reports  have  been 
scrutinized  thoroughly  by  us  as  they  have  been  received,  and  will  be 
further  scrutinized  and  analyzed  by  us  in  the  event  of  an  application 
for  authority  to  charge  fares  in  excess  of  those  prescribed  by  our 
Order  No.  5120.    For  the  present  we  express  no  opinion  thereon. 

In  view  of  this  reluctance  upon  our  part  to  commit  ourselves  in 
advance  more  definitely  upon  the  specific  point  of  a  fare  increase  in 
the  event  of  expenditures  exceeding  the  estimates  upon  which  our 
order  was  based,  the  Commission  feels  that  both  the  Company  and  the 
public  are  entitled  to  a  full  and  clear  statement  of  the  general  policy 
which  we  expect  to  follow  with  respect  to  this  particular  utility  during- 
the  reconstruction  period  upon  which  the  world  at  large  is  now  fully 
entered. 

In  our  original  opinion  in  this  case  we  discussed  at  some  length  some 
of  the  problems  of  rate  making  before,  during  and  since  the  World 
War. 

If  rates  are  to  be  based  upon  value,  they  must  be  based  upon  "fair 
present  value,"  and  conditions  are  still  so  far  from  normal  that  we 
would  not  feel  justified  at  the  present  time  in  accepting  present-day 
prices  as  conclusive  of  that  fair  value  which  should  be  used  as  the 
basis  for  the  making  of  rates  to  remain  effective  for  any  considerable 
period  in  the  future. 

On  the  other  hand,  we  would  not  feel  justified  in  continuing  longer 
to  fix  rates  upon  the  "war  emergency"  basis,  since  the  theory  of  that 
method  of  rate  making  was  merely  to  preserve  the  status  quo  ante 
of  the  property  and  business  during  the  period  of  the  emergency 
created  by  the  pendency  of  the  war. 

With  the  end  of  the  war  the  time  has  come  when  we  can  no  longer 
be  satisfied  merely  to  preserve  the  status  quo  ante  of  utilities  subject 
to  our  jurisdiction.  Rather  has  the  time  come  for  the  inauguration 
of  a  truly  constructive  policy  in  the  case  of  business  enterprises  of 
all  kinds,  our  public  utilities  included. 
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If,  before  and  during  the  war,  there  was  any  uncertainty  as  to 
the  relations  which  should  or  would  continue  to  exist  between  the 
public  and  our  public  utilities,  now  that  the  war  is  over,  it  is  the 
time,  of  all  times,  when  this  question  should  be  definitely  settled,  in 
order  that  both  the  utilities  and  the  public  should  know  what  will 
be  the  policy  of  the  State  with  respect  to  such  utilities  in  the  future. 
Upon  no  other  basis  than  that  of  a  full  mutual  understanding  of  the 
relative  rights  and  obligations  of  our  public  utilities  and  the  public 
can  the  former  go  ahead  and  do  th^  best  there  is  in  them  toward 
rendering  adequate  service  at  reasonable  rates  to  the  public  they  have 
undertaken  to  serve. 

With  respect  to  the  particular  utility  whose  affairs  are  here  under 
consideration,  this  Commission  has  had  little  or  no  difficulty  in  de- 
termining what  should  be  its  policy  in  the  future. 

Practically  ever  since  the  creation  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland  in  1910,  this  Commission  has  had  before  it  for  considera- 
tion questions  concerning  the  property,  affairs  and  operation  of  the 
United  Railways  &  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore.  It  is  one  of  the 
largest  public  utilities  which  are  fully  subject  to  this  Commission's 
jurisdiction.  As  we  have  pointed  out  in  other  of  our  opinions,  its 
continued  operation  is  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the  entire  com- 
munity which  it  has  undertaken  to  serve.  The  Company's  property 
is  one  of  great  value,  and  one  which  should  not  be  jeopardized  or 
needlessly  impaired  in  value  by  the  adoption  on  the  part  of  this 
Commission  of  a  narrow  or  illiberal  policy  with  respect  to  its  financial 
affairs. 

Time  and  again  we  have  had  occasion  to  consider  the  question  of 
the  character  of  service  actually  rendered  by  the  Company  to  the 
public,  and  as  well  the  character  of  service  which  the  property  is 
susceptible  of  rendering  with  comparatively  minor  improvements  and 
additions.  More  recently  we  have  noted  on  the  part  of  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Company  what  has  seemed  to  us  to  be  a  sincere  desire 
so  to  operate  the  property  as  to  render  the  public  more  adequate  serv- 
ice than  has  been  rendered  at  times  in  the  past.  This  attitude 
apparently  has  been  based  upon  a  growing  recognition  of  the  fact 
that  the  public  has  rights  in  our  public  utilities  which  must  not  be 
subordinated  on  the  rights  of  the  owners  of  the  property. 

Our  consideration  of  the  Company's  affairs  has  extended  as  well 
to  its  financial  situation  and  requirements,  and  this  Commission,  from 
time  to  time  in  the  past,  has  passed  orders  authorizing  the  issuance  of 
securities  of  large  aggregate  value  for  the  betterment  of  the  property 
and  service. 

With  this  intimate  knowledge  of  the  Company's  affairs,  acquired 
through  a  period  of  what  is  now  nearly  ten  years,  this  Commission 
is  firmly  convinced  that  the  present  and  future  welfare  of  this  com- 
munity requires  the  preservation  of  the  property  of  the  Company 
and  its  continued  operation  in  the  service  of  the  public  not  only  unim- 
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paired,  but  in  a  position  to  meet  all  reasonable  demands  incident  to 
the  growth  of  the  city  and  community. 

While  the  property  of  this  Company  nominally  belongs  to  its  stock- 
holders, subject  to  mortgages  held  by  its  bondholders,  the  public  itself 
is  interested  even  to  a  greater  extent  than  either  the  stockholders  or 
bondholders  in  the  continued  proper  operation  and  maintenance  of 
such  property. 

In  the  case  of  operation,  the  public  is  the  jfirst  to  suffer  from  inade- 
quate service.  Inasmuch  as  proper  service  can  never  long  be  rendered 
in  any  line  of  business  enterprise  without  reasonable  compensation, 
it  is  incumbent  upon  the  public  to  pay  for  the  kind  of  service  it  desires, 
and  such  public  cannot  justly  complain  if  it  does  not  receive  a  char- 
acter of  service  better  than  that  for  which  it  has  paid. 

But  the  requirements  of  the  public  will  be  by  no  means  fully  mec 
merely  by  a  satisfactory  operation  of  the  Company's  present  property 
and  equipment. 

The  City  of  Baltimore  is  one  of  the  most  important  commercial  and 
industrial  centers  in  the  country.  This  growth  during  the  past  twenty 
years  has  been  regular  and  consistent,  and  has  kept  pace  fairly  well 
with  our  other  large  cities.  During  this  period  it  has  been  necessary 
for  the  Railways  Company  to  add  to  its  service  equipment  and  property 
in  order  that  it  might  keep  up  with  the  community  which  it  has  under- 
taken to  serve.  During  the  war  the  advantages  of  Baltimore  as  a 
commercial  and  industrial  center,  and  as  a  place  of  residence  as  well, 
came  to  be  appreciated  to  a  greater  extent  than  ever  before,  with 
the  result  that  a  new  impetus  was  given  to  our  city  and  it  has  now  fully 
entered  into  an  era  of  prosperity  and  growth  the  like  of  which  it  has 
never  enjoyed  at  any  time  in  the  past.  But  the  city  cannot  continue 
to  grow  to  advantage  unless  its  street  railway  system  continues  lo 
grrow  as  well  and  keep  abreast  in  all  respects  with  the  community 
which  it  serves. 

It  appears  by  the  petition  of  the  Company  that  it  now  has  under 
consideration  plans  for  the  expenditure  in  the  near  future  of  three 
or  four  millions  of  dollars  in  the  purchase  of  some  three  hundred  to 
three  hundred  and  fifty  new  cars,  the  improvement  or  reconstruction 
of  approximately  forty  miles  of  track,  and  the  general  improvement 
of  service. 

This  money  is  to  be  expended  for  the  benefit  of  the  public.  The 
surplus  which  the  Company  accumulated  in  pre-war  times,  together 
with  the  depreciation  reserves  which  have  been  accumulated  under 
more  favorable  conditions,  has  been  exhausted.  Therefore  the  Com- 
pany has  no  funds  at  the  present  time  with  which  to  make  these  im- 
provements. Hence  this  large  sum  must  be  borrowed,  and  in  order 
to  borrow  the  same  the  Company  must  have  credit  with  the  investing 
public. 

It  is  a  well-known  fact  that  there  is  at  the  present  time  an  almost 
unprecedented  demand  for  money  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
business  world  of  today.    The  high  prices  being  paid  for  commodities 
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of  all  kinds,  with  their  resulting  promise  of  unusually  large  profits,, 
are  stimulating  enterprise  in  almost  every  line  of  business  endeavor. 
Foreign  governments  as  well  as  our  own  government  are  offering 
higher  rates  of  interest  for  the  use  of  money  than  they  have  paid 
for  generations  past.  The  securities  of  large  and  hitherto  most  pros- 
perous public  utilities  throughout  the  country  are  being  bought  in 
the  open  market  at  abnormally  low  prices  in  order  that  purchasers 
thereof  may  assure  themselves  of  an  interest  yield  materially  in  excess 
of  the  return  with  which  they  were  satisfied  prior  to  the  war.  The 
daily  papers  are  full  of  offers  of  all  kinds  of  securities  issued  by 
business  enterprises  of  the  highest  standing,  and  which  are  so  much 
in  need  of  money  for  further  developments  that  they  are  willing  to 
pay  unusually  high  prices  for  the  use  of  the  same. 

Companies  with  assets  in  some  instances  of  a  value  several  times 
in  excess  of  their  outstanding  obligations,  and  with  assured  earnings 
three,  four,  five  and  six  times  their  interest  charges,  are  offering  six 
and  seven  and  in  some  instances  as  high  as  eight  per  cent,  for  the 
use  of  funds  with  which  to  further  develop  their  business. 

With  such  a  demand  for  the  use  of  money,  investors  are  demanding 
substantial  security  for  their  loans,  and  are  insisting  that  there  be 
both  a  substantial  equity  in  the  property  over  the  amount  of  funded 
securities  and  assured  earnings  largely  in  excess  of  the  aggregate 
interest  charges  thereon.  If  less  than  this  is  offered,  the  investors 
will  either  decline  to  make  the  loan  upon  any  terms  whatsoever,  or 
will  insist  upon  an  abnormally  high  rate  of  interest  in  order  to  com- 
pensate them  for  the  additional  risk  taken  in  making  the  investment* 
This  last  means  either  that  the  interest  rate  itself  must  be  abnormally 
high  or  that  the  securities  be  sold  at  a  discount  which  will  yield  the 
desired  rate. 

In  the  case  of  a  public  utility,  where  securities  are  sold  at  a  dis- 
count with  the  consent  of  the  State  regulatory  body,  the  utility  is 
entitled  to  charge  the  public  in  addition  to  what  would  otherwise  be 
the  cost  of  the  service  the  amount  necessary  to  amortize  such  discount 
during  the  life  of  the  security.  Where,  on  the  other  hand,  the  interest 
rate  is  made  abnormally  high  with  the  consent  of  the  State  regn^latory 
body,  good  faith  requires  that  the  purchasers  of  such  securities  be 
protected  in  their  investment  by  the  fixing  of  rates  which  will  enable 
the  utility  to  pay  such  abnormally  high  rate  of  interest. 

Thus,  in  either  event,  the  public  is  the  one  to  suffer  most  where 
the  financial  credit  or  any  of  its  utilities  is  so  far  impaired  that  it  is 
obliged  to  pay  abnormally  high  prices  for  the  loan  of  funds  to  be 
used  in  improving  its  property  or  service  for  the  benefit  of  the  public. 

It  follows  that  the  prospective  investors  shall  be  given  reasonable 
assurances  of  earnings  materially  in  excess  of  the  Company's  interest 
charges. 

The  present  interest  charges  of  the  Railways  Company  amount  to 
approximately  three  million  dollars.  It  is  this  Commission's  judg- 
ment that  a  balance  to  surplus  varying  from  approximately  one  ihil- 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 


343 


lion  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  as  the  maximum,  both  conditioned 
as  hereinbefore  set  forth,  and  the  latter  subject  to  increase  with 
iijcreases  in  the  Company's  funded  debt,  would  not  only  provide  fair 
and  reasonable  compensation  to  the  Company  for  the  service  which 
it  expects  hereafter  to  render  the  public,  but  would  in  addition  give 
the  Company  such  credit  with  the  investing  public  as  will  enable  it 
to  secure  upon  reasonably  favorable  terms  the  capital  necessary  for 
all  its  corporate  requirements. 

For  the  reasons  herein  stated  the  application  of  the  Company  for 
a  modification  of  the  estimates  contained  in  our  original  opinion  will 
be  refused,  but  inasmuch  as  it  appears  that  the  changres  which  the 
Company's  representatives  suggested  should  properly  be  made  in 
Paragraph  Four  of  our  Order  No.  6120,  a  new  order  will  be  passed 
embodj^ng  such  changes. 


ORDER  No.  6224 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  American  Telephone 
&  Telegraph  Co.,  American  Tele- 
phone &  Telegraph  Co.  of  Baltimore 
City  and  Consoudated  Gap  Electric 
Light  &  Power  Co.  op  Baltimore  for 
the  Approval  of  a  Bill  of  Sale  Dated 
November  16,  1919,  for  the  Sale  by  the 
Two  First-named  Companies  and  the 
Purchase  by  the  Last-named  Company 
of  Certain  Poles,  Together  with  All 
Anchors,  Guys  and  Other  Supports 
Thereto  Attached,  Located  on  the  High- 
way in  District  No.  1,  County  of  How- 
ard, State  of  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1743 


The  agreement  of  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
puri)ose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  first  day  of  December,  in  the  year  of 
1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttttti^p  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  6225 


Before  the 

Public  Service  GommisBion 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1744 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  American  Telephone 
&  Telegraph  Co.,  American  Tele- 
phone &  Telegraph  Co.  of  Baltimore 
City  and  The  Chesapeake  &  Potomac 
Telephone  Company  op  Baltimore 
City  for  the  Approval  of  a  Bill  of  Sale 
Dated  November  16,  1919,  for  the  Sale 
by  the  Two  First-named  Companies 
and  the  Purchase  by  the  Last-named 
Company  of  Certain  Poles,  Together 
with  All  Anchors,  Guys  and  Other 
Supports  Thereto  Attached,  Located  on 
the  Highway  in  District  No.  1,  County 
of  Howard,  State  of  Maryland. 

The  agn^eement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  first  day  of  December,  in  the  year  of  1919, 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttittttif  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree. 
ment,  or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein.  ^ 


ORDER  No.  5226 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Railroads  in  the  State 
of  Maryland  for  Permission  Under 
Section  15  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission Law  to  File  and  Publish  on 
Less  Than  Statutory  Notice  Tariffs 
Restoring  the  Relationships  Between 
Points  and  Rate  Groups  Which  Existed 
Prior  to  June  25th,  1918,  in  Connection 
with  Railroads  Not  Under  Federal 
Control. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket 

Case  No.  582 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  2nd  day  of  December,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 
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SDttttttif,  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the  railroads 
in  the  State  of  Maryland  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to 
the  Commission  and  the  public,  tariffs  to  become  effective  on  or  before 
December  31st,  1919,  restoring  the  relationships  between  points  and 
rate  groups  which  existed  prior  to  June  25th,  1919,  in  connection  with 
railroads  not  under  Federal  control. 

Provided,  Said  tariffs  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon  issuance 
of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law,  and  that 
all  copies  of  said  tariffs  shall  bear  the  following  notation: 


u 


Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5226  of  date  December 
2nd,  1919." 


And  It  Is  Further  jSDtllfttb>  That  by  passing  this  order  the 
Public  Service  Commission  is  not  to  be  taken  as  in  any  sense  what- 
ever approving  any  rates  that  may  be  filed  under  the  authority  of 
this  order;  all  such  rates  being  left  as  fully  subject  to  investigation 
and  correction  on  complaint,  or  on  the  Commission's  own  motion  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  as  if  this  order 
had  never  been  passed. 


ORDER  No.  5228 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Consoudated  Gas 
Electric  Light  and  Power  Company 
OF  Baltimore  for  the  Approval  of  an 
Agreement  Between  It  and  The  Chesa- 
peake AND  Potomac  Telephone  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore  City,  for  the  Sale 
by  the  Former  to  the  Latter  of  One  Pole 
Located  on  the  West  Side  of  Harford 
Avenue,  Forty-eight  Feet  North  of  the 
North  Curb  Line  of  Monument  Street, 
Baltimore,  Maryland,  Under  Terms 
and  Provisions  of  Order  No.  2954, 
Entered  July  26th,  1916,  in  Case  No. 
1151. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1745 
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It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  fourth  day  of  December,  in  the  year  1919, 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission, 

i0Dtllttttl>  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  ag^ree- 
ment,  or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


ORDER  No.  5231. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Conunission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1704. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Peninsula  Ferry 
Corporation  for  an  Order  Permitting 
and  Approving  the  Exercise  of  Its 
Franchise  Under  Its  Certificate  of  In- 
corporation and  for  Authority  to  Issue 
$100,000.00,  Par  Value,  of  Its  Preferred 
Stock  and  $150,000.00,  Par  Value,  of  Its 
Common  Stock,  Proceeds  from  the  Sale 
of  Said  Stocks  to  be  Used  for  the  Pur- 
chase of  Property,  the  Construction 
and  Equipment  of  Terminal  Facilities 
and  for  Other  Lawful  and  Necessary 
Corporate  Purposes. 


Whereas,  The  Peninsula  Ferry  Corporation,  a  body  corporate 
organized  undes  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  has  applied  to 
this  Commission  for  an  order  permitting  and  approving  the  exercise 
of  the  franchise  granted  it  by  its  certificate  of  incorporation,  a  certi- 
fied copy  of  which  is  filed  in  these  proceedings,  which  franchises 
include  the  right  to  operate  boats  or  ferry  boats  between  points  in 
the  State  of  Maryland,  and  for  authority  to  issue  eleven  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  fifty  (11,750)  shares  of  its  common  capital  stock  of 
the  par  value  of  Five  Dollars  ($5.00)  per  share,  and  one  thousand 
(1,000)  shares  of  its  7  per  cent,  cumulative  preferred  stock  of  the 
par  value  of  one  hundred  dollars  ($100.00)  per  share;  and 

Whereas,  The  amended  application  having  ^come  on  to  be  heard  on 
December  8th,  1919,  in  accordance  with  this  Conmiission's  Order  No. 
5227  passed  December  4th,  1919,  and  it  being  the  opinion  and  finding 
of  the  Commission  after  due  hearing  that  the  exercise  of  said  fran- 
chises, in  so  far  as  same  at  this  time  embrace  and  contemplate  the 
operation  of  a  ferry  boat  or  boats  between  Baltimore,  Maryland,  and 
Love  Point,  Maryland,  is  convenient  for  the  public  service,  and  that 
the  use  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  of  said  stock  is  rea- 
sonably required  for  the  purposes  of  said  corporation,  to  wit:  the 
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acquisition  of  property  and  the  construction,  completion,  extension 
and  improvement  of  its  facilities, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  9th  day  of  December,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

JDttlfttb^  (1)  That  the  exercise  by  the  Peninsula  Ferry  Corpora- 
tion of  the  franchises  gn'anted  it  under  its  certificate  of  incorporation, 
in  so  far  as  same  at  this  time  embrace  and  contemplate  the  operation 
of  a  ferry  boat  or  boats  between  Baltimore,  Maryland,  and  Love  Point, 
Maryland,  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  permitted  and  approved. 

(2)  That  the  issue  by  the  said  Peninsula  it'erry  Corporation  of 
eleven  thousand  seven  hundred  and  fifty  (11,750)  shares  of  its  com- 
mon capital  stock  of  the  par  value  of  Five  Dollars  ($5.00)  per  share, 
and  one  thousand  (1,000)  shares  of  its  7  per  cent,  cumulative  preferred 
stock  of  the  par  value  of  One  Hundred  Dollars  ($100.00)  per  share  be 
and  the  same  is  hereby  authorized  and  approved;  four  thousand  (4,000) 
shares  of  said  common  capital  stock  to  be  sold  for  cash  at  not  less 
than  Two  Dollars  (|2.00)  per  share,  and  the  reniaining  seven  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  fifty  (7,750)  shares  of  said  common  capital 
stock  to  be  delivered  to  the  several  parties  specified  in  the  amended 
application  in  payment  for  a  certain  lease  assigned  to  the  said  Penin- 
sula Ferry  Corporation  and  in  further  payment  of  expense  of  legal 
services  and  other  expenses  incident  to  the  promotion  and  organiza- 
tion of  the  applicant  company,  all  as  more  particularly  set  forth  and 
described  in  the  application  herein;  said  7  per  cent,  cumulative  pre- 
ferred stock  to  be  sold  for  cash  at  not  less  than  par  with  such  allow- 
ance for  commissions  as  may  be  necessary,  provided  the  net  amount 
realized  by  the  said  Peninsula  Ferry  Corporation  shall  be  not  less 
than  90  per  cent,  of  the  par  value  of  said  stock. 

(3)  That  the  said  Peninsula  Ferry  Corporation  shall  make  reports^ 
duly  verified  by  afiidavits,  to  this  Commission  as  follows: 

(a)  Upon  the  sale  for  cash  of  its  common  and  preferred  stock, 
authorized  as  aforesaid,  or  the  delivery  of  its  common  capital  stock, 
authorized  to  the  extent  above  set  forth,  or  any  part  thereof,  the  fact 
of  such  sale  or  sales  or  delivery  in  payment  for  property  or  services, 
the  terms  and  conditions  thereof,  and  the  amount  realized  therefrom. 

(6)  At  the  termination  of  each  and  every  period  of  six  months 
from  the  date  of  this  order,  the  disposition  and  use  made  of  the  pro- 
ceeds of  said  stock,  and  the  facts  and  circumstances  as  to  the  property 
acquired  and  the  construction,  completion,  extension  and  improve- 
ment of  its  facilities. 
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ORDER  No.  5232. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Discontinuance  of  the  Presstman 
Street  Jerkwater  Service  by  The 
United  Railways  and  Electric  Com- 
pany OF  Baltimore. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 


Whereas,  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
having  petitioned  this  Commission  for  an  order  permitting  and  approv- 
ing the  discontinuance  of  the  operation  of  the  line  known  as  the 
"Presstman  Street  Jerkwater"  now  operated  by  said  company  in  the 
City  of  Baltimore,  and  said  petition  having  been  referred  to  the 
Transportation  Expert  of  the  Commission  for  investigation  and  report 
and  the  Commission's  Transportation  Expert  having  reported  to  the 
Commission  that  the  operation  of  this  line  entails  a  considerable 
expense  to  the  railways  company  with  no  commensurate  advantage 
to  the  traveling  public,  in  that  the  territory  served  by  said  line  is 
adequately  provided  for  by  means  of  other  lines  of  the  railways  com- 
pany; and 

Whereas,  It  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after 
due  consideration  that  the  operation  of  said  Presstman  Street  Jerk- 
water line  is  no  longer  reasonably  necessary  and  convenient  for  the 
public  service. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  9th  day  of  December,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtbtCtllf  That  the  discontinuance  of  the  oi>eration  of  the  Presst- 
man Street  Jerkwater  line  by  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Com- 
pany of  Baltimore  be  and  it  is  hereby  permitted  and  approved,  effec- 
tive on  and  after  December  14th,  1919. 


ORDER  No.  5234. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Not  Under 
Federal  Control  Named  in  the  Official 
Classification,  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  Their 
Agent,  for  Permission  Under  Section 
15  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less  Than 
Statutory  Notice  Supplement  to  Con- 
solidated Freight  Classification  No.  1. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  583. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  12th  day  of  December,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 
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S^tbttttlf.  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  ^ven,  the  carriers 
not  under  Federal  control  named  in  the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
Collyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice  to  the 
Commission  and  the  public,  supplement  to  Consolidated  Freight  Classi- 
fication No.  1,  P.  S.  C.  Md.,  0.  C.  No  45,  to  become  effective  December 
30th,  1919,  containing  various  changes  in  said  Consolidated  Classifica- 
tion No  45  authorized  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  on  one 
day's  notice,  so  far  as  same  affect  interstate  traffic. 

Provided,  Said  supplement  be  filed  vnth  the  Commission  upon  issu- 
ance of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law,  and 
that  all  copies  of  said  supplement  shall  bear  the  following  notation : 

''Issued  under  si>ecial  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5234  of  date  December 
12th,  1919." 


ORDER  No.  5235. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Richard  MacSherry 
for  a  Permit  for  the  Operation  of  a 
Motor  Vehicle  Line  Between  Baltimore 
and  Easton,  Maryland,  Via  Annapolis 
and  Claiborne  Ferry  with  Feeders  to 
Various  Points. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1651. 


Upon  the  order  of  the  applicant  this  day  filed  herein  it  is,  this  16th 
day  of  December,  in  the  year  Nmeteen  Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtbtttb^  That  the  application  in  the  above  entitled  matter  be  and 
the  same  is  hereby  dismissed. 
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ORDER  No.  5236. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  op  Bal- 
timore City  and  the  Commissioners 
OF  St.  Michaels  for  the  Approval  of 
a  Bill  of  Sale,  Dated  November  18th, 
1919,  for  the  Sale  by  the  Former  to  the 
Latter  of  Certain  Poles,  Together  with 
All  Anchor  Guys  and  Other  Supports 
Thereto  Attached,  Located  on  the  State 
Road,  Between  St.  Michaels  and  Easton, 
in  Districts  Numbers  1  and  2,  Talbot 
County,  Maryland. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1747. 


The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in  this  case  haying  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  sixteenth  day  of  December,  in  the  year 
of  1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttttthf  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  i^n>*ee- 
ment,  or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 
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ORDER  No.  5237. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1748. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  American  Tel- 
ephone AND  Telegraph  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  and  The  Chesapeake 
AND  Potomac  Telephone  Company  of 
Baltimore  City  for  the  Approval  of  a 
Bill  of  Sale,  Dated  November  17th, 
1919,  for  the  Sale  by  the  Former  and 
the  Purchase  by  the  Latter  of  Certain 
Poles  Located  on  Dilley  Alley  in  the 
City  of  Cumberland,  Allegany  County, 
Maryland,  Under  the  Terms  and  Provi- 
sions of  Order  No.  2913,  Entered  June 
20th,  1916,  in  Case  No.  1131. 

The  agreement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and  the 
Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  seventeenth  day  of  December,  in  the  year 
of  1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDttlft^tlt  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same  is 
hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said  agree- 
ment, or  other  written  instrument,  evidencing  the  transaction  in 
accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


OPINION. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Standard  Electric  & 
Elevator  Company,  Inc., 


V8. 


The  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Tel- 
ephone Company  of  Baltimore  City. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1708. 


Appearances : 

Charles  S.  Hayden,  Esq.,  Counsel  for  Complainant. 
Frankland  Briggs,  Esq.,  Counsel  for  Respondent. 

By  the  Commission.  Filed  December  18th,  1919. 

The  complainant  is  a  corporation,  with  offices,  factories  and  ware- 
houses in  Baltimore  City,  engaged  in  the  business  of  selling  and 
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installing  elevators,  electric  motors,  etc.,  and  conducting  a  general 
electrical  contracting  and  repairing  business.  The  complaint  in  this 
case  involves  the  rules  of  the  respondent  governing  the  listing  of  tel- 
ephone subscribers  in  Baltimore  City  in  the  directory  published  by 
the  telephone  company.  The  complaint  is  most  general  in  terms,^ 
though  the  points  in  controversy  have  been  ultimately  narrowed  down 
to  the  reasonableness  of  the  practice  of  the  respondent  company  in 
limiting  the  free  listing  of  telephone  subscribers  to  but  one  heading 
in  the  classified  business  section  of  the  telephone  directory,  and  the 
interpretation  of  the  respondent's  rules  governing  listings  in  the 
alphabetical  section  of  the  directory. 

In  an  effort  to  clarify  the  matter  in  controversy  and  if  possible. to 
reconcile  the  differences  between  the  complainant  and  the  respondent, 
the  Commission  arranged  an  informal  conference  with  representatives 
of  both  parties  at  the  Commission's  offices,  but  was  unsuccessful  in  it? 
efforts  to  effect  an  amicable  settlement  of  the  matter  and  the  case 
came  on  for  hearing  September  16th,  1919.  At  the  hearing  there 
developed  a  marked  difference  of  opinion  between  the  complainant  and 
the  respondent  as  to  the  interpretation  of  the  rules  of  respondent 
governing  the  matter  of  directory  listings,  but  without  reviewing  in 
detail  the  testimony  produced  at  this  hearing,  it  will  suffice  to  say  that 
the  Commission  concludes  that  the  rules  of  respondent  company  ^led 
with* it  concerning  directory  listings  have  no  application  to  the  classi- 
fied business  section  of  the  directory,  and  that  the  rules  covering 
alphabetical  listings  have  been  properly  applied  in  the  present  issue 
of  the  telephone  directory,  so  far  as  the  listings  accorded  the  com- 
plainant are  concerned. 

The  practice  of  the  telephone  company  at  the  present  time  is  to 
permit  but  one  listing  in  the  classified  section  of  the  directory  without 
charge,  additional  listings  under  other  business  designations  being 
charged  for  at  the  rate  of  $6.00  per  annum.  The  Commission  is  of 
the  opinion  that  so  long  as  the  classified  or  advertising  section  of 
the  directory  is  maintained  it  constitutes  an  integral  and  important 
part  of  the  telephone  directory  and  that  the  respondent  should  formu- 
late and  file  with  the  Commission  rules  governing  listings  in  such 
section  and  that  when  such  rules  have  been  so  filed  they  will  be  and 
remain  fully  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  the  Com- 
mission having  heretofore  in  the  complaint  of  the  Suburban  Devel- 
opers' Association  vs.  The  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Telephone  Com- 
pany of  Baltimore  City  (P.  S.  C.  Md.  Reports,  Vol.  Ill,  p.  273) 
asserted  its  jurisdiction  with  respect  to  listings  and  classifications  in 
the  telephone  directory.  The  Commission  is  further  of  the  opinion 
that  free  listings  in  the  classified  or  advertising  section  of  the  directory 
should  to  a  reasonable  degree  be  determined  on  the  basis  of  the 
measure  of  service  contracted  for  by  subscribers,  and  will  require 
that  such  rules  be  filed  with  it  for  its  approval.  The  complainant  is 
engaged  in  several  distinct  lines  of  work,  and  despite  the  fact  that 
it  contracts  for  twelve  trunk  lines,  with  numerous  stations,  and  pays 
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the  respondent  from  $200.00  to  $250.00  per  month  for  telephone  service 
(as  testified  to  at  the  hearing),  the  present  practice  restricts  it  to 
but  one  free  listing  in  the  classified  section  of  the  directory,  regardless 
of  the  fact  that  there  is  no  one  business  classification  which  embraces 
the  several  fields  of  its  operations.  The  Commission  recognizes  the 
importance  and  desirability  of  keeping  down  the  size  of  the  directory 
within  reasonable  limits,  but  believes  that  this  purpose  can  be  accom- 
plished without  hardship  by  means  of  reasonable  rules  drafted  along 
the  lines  indicated.  The  Commission  finds  that  the  present  rules  of  the 
respondent  filed  with  it  governing  the  alphabetical  listing  of  sub- 
scribers adequately  provide  for  all  reasonable  requirements  of  such 
subscribers  and  at  this  time  will  require  no  change  in  such  rules. 
An  order  will  be  entered  in  accordance  with  these  conclusions. 


ORDER  No.  5250. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaint  of  Standard  Electric  & 
Elevator  •Company,  Inc., 


V8, 


The  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Tel- 
ephone Company  op  Baltimore  City.  , 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Conmiission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1708. 


This  case  being  at  issue  upon  complaints  and  answers  on  file  and 
having  been  duly  heard  and  submitted  by  the  parties  and  full  investi- 
gation of  the  matters  and  things  involved  having  been  had,  and  the 
Commission,  on  the  date  hereof,  having  rendered  and  filed  an  opinion 
containing  its  findings  of  fact  and  conclusion  therein,  which  said 
opinion  is  hereby  referred  to  and  made  a  part  hereof. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  18th  day  of  December,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

ilDtll^ttb^  That  the  respondent.  The  Chesapeake  and  Potomac  Tel- 
ephone Company  of  Baltimore  City,  be  and  it  is  hereby  directed  and 
required  to  file  with  this  Commission  within  twenty  days  of  the  date 
hereof,  rules  governing  listings  of  subscribers  in  the  classified  or 
advertising  section  of  said  directory,  which  said  rules  shall  provide 
free  listings  in  said  section  of  the  telephone  directory,  depending  upon 
the  measure  of  service  contracted  for  by  subscribers,  and  which  said 
rules,  if  approved  by  the  Commission,  shall  be  made  applicable  to  the 
next  telephone  directory  of  Baltimore  City  issued  after  the  date  of 
such  approval. 
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ORDER  No.  5260. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  F.  S.  Davis,  Agent,  for 
and  on  Behalf  of  Non-Federal  Con- 
trolled Carriers  and  Federal  Controlled 
Carriers  in  Connection  with  Non-Fed- 
eral Controlled  Carriers  in  the  State 
of  Maryland  for  Permission  Under  Sec- 
tion 15  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less 
Than  Statutory  Notice  Exceptions  to 
Consolidated  Classification  No.  1,  P.  S. 
C.  Md.,  O.  C.  No.  45. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  58^. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  19th  day  of  December,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iflDttlCtttl>  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  F.  S.  Davis, 
Agent,  for  and  on  behalf  of  non-Federal  controlled  carriers  and 
Federal  controlled  carriers  in  connection  with  non-Federal  controlled 
carriers  in  the  State  of  Maryland,  to  file  and  publish  (>n  one  day's 
notice  to  the  Commission  and  the  public,  exceptions  to  Consolidated 
Classification  No.  1,  P.  S.  C.  Md.,  O.  C.  No.  45,  permitting  shipments 
of  grrain,  grain  byproducts,  grain  products,  hay,  straw,  lumber,  etc., 
to  be  consigned  ''to  order"  at  one  point  and  notify  party  located  at 
another  point,  and  publishing  the  gross  ton  or  2,240  pounds  on  the 
basis  of  net  ton  and  minimum  weights  as  shown  in  Exhibit  A  filed 
with  said  petition. 

Provided,  Tariffs  containing  said  changes  be  filed  vnth  the  Com- 
mission upon  issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as 
required  by  law,  and  that  all  copies  of  said  tariffs  shall  bear  the 
following  notation: 


"Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5260  of  date  December 
19th,  1919." 
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ORDER  No.  6261. 


Before  the 

Public  Sefrvice  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  585. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  the  Carriers  Named  in 
the  Official  Classification,  by  R.  N. 
CoLLYER,  Their  Agent,  for  Permission 
Under  Section  15  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  Law  to  File  and  Publish 
on  Less  Than  Statutory  Notice  Sup- 
plements to  and  Reissues  of  Consoli- 
dated Classification  No.  1,  P.  S.  C.  Md., 
0.  C.  No.  45,  Covering  Maryland  Intra- 
state Traffic  Under  the  Same  Condi- 
tions That  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission  May  Authorize  Such  Pub- 
lication for  Interstate  Traffic. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed,  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  19th  day  of  December,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iDtbttttif  That  until  otherwise  ordered  by  this  Commission,  per- 
mission be,  and  is  hereby  given,  the  carriers  named  in  the  Official 
Classification,  by  R.  N.  Collyer,  their  Agent,  to  file  and  publish  sup- 
plements to  and  reissues  of  Consolidated  Classification  No.  1,  P.  S.  C. 
Md.,  O.  C.  No.  45,  covering  Maryland  intrastate  traffic  under  the  same 
conditions  that  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  may  authorisie 
such  publication  for  interstate  traffic, 

Provided,  That  all  classifications  and  supplements  issued  under 
authority  of  this  special  permission  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon 
issuance,  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law,  and  that  rll 
copies  of  said  classifications  and  supplements  shall  bear  the  following 
notation : 


''Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5261  of  date  December 
19th,  1919." 

And  It  Is  Further  SDtbtttt^f  That  by  passing  this  order  the 
Public  Service  Commission  is  not  to  be  taken  as  in  any  sense  what- 
ever approving  any  classifications,  rates,  rules  or  regulations  that 
may  be  filed  under  the  authority  of  this  order;  all  such  classifications, 
rates,  rules  and  regulations  being  left  as  fully  subject  to  investigation 
and  correction  on  complaint,  or  on  the  Commission's  own  motion,  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  as  if  this  order 
had  never  been  passed. 
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ORDER  No.  5262. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  Kensington  Railway 
Company  and  Sandy  Springs  Rail- 
way Company  for  Authority  to  File 
and  Publish  a  Schedule  of  Joint  and 
Local  Rates  of  Fare. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Conunissioii. 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1739. 


Whereas,  The  Kensington  Railway  Company  having  petitioned  this 
Commission  for  a  modification  of  the  Commission's  Order  No.  3632 
entered  in  Case  No.  1290  on  May  5th,  1917,  (as  heretofore  modified 
by  the  Commission's  Order  No.  4568  entered  in  Case  No.  1593  on 
December  19th,  1918)  so  as  to  permit  the  said  Kensington  Railway 
Company  to  increase  its  rates  of  fare  to  the  extent  proposed  in  that 
company's  rate  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  7  submitted  with  said  peti- 
tion; and 

Whereas,  The  matter  having  come  on  to  be  heard  on  December  9th, 
1919,  in  accordance  with  this  Commission's  Order  No.  5202  entered 
on  November  21st,  1919,  and  it  appearing  that  the  operations  of  said 
Kensington  Railway  Company  during  the  eleven  months  ended  Novem- 
ber 30th,  1919,  have  resulted  in  a  deficit  of  $695.89,  after  providing 
for  operating  expenses,  taxes,  depreciation  and  interest  on  funded 
debt;  and 

Whereas,  It  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission  after 
consideration  of  the  entire  record  now  before  it,  including  brief  sub- 
mitted by  the  Town  of  Kensington,  Maryland,  by  W.  B.  Pugh,  Acting 
Mayor,  protesting  against  the  increase  in  rates  of  fare  herein  sought, 
that  the  rates  of  fare  charged  by  the  Kensington  Railway  Company 
should  properly  be  increased  to  the  basis  herein  prayed,  in  order  to 
provide  more  adequately  for  the  proper  corporate  requirements  of 
said  company. 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  19th  day  of  December,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbttttif  That  the  petitioner,  Kensington  Railway  Company,  be 
and  it  is  hereby  authorized  and  permitted  to  increase  the  rates  of 
fare  charged  by  said  petitioner  for  transportation  over  its  line  of 
railway  on  and  after  December  22nd,  1919,  to  the  following  basis: 

Between  Chevy  Chase  Lake  and  North  Chevy  Chase — One-way  fare, 
6  cents;  round  trip,  10  cents;  12-ride  tickets,  55  cents;  50-ride  tickets, 
$2.10. 

Between  Chevy  Chase  Lake  and  end  of  Kensington  Railway — One- 
way fare,  7  cents;  round  trip,  12  cents;  12-ride  tickets,  70  cents; 
50-ride  tickets,  $2.50. 
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It  Is  Further  JDtllttttli  That  this  CommiBsion's  Order  No.  3^2 
aforesaid  entered  on  May  Bth,  1917,  in  Case  No.  1290  (as  modified  by 
the  Commission's  Order  No.  4586  aforesaid  entered  in  Case  No.  1598 
on  December  19th,  1918)  be  and  it  is  hereby  modified  so  as  to  permit 
the  change  in  rates  by  first  paragfraph  of  this  order  authorized,  and 
to  that  extent  only. 


ORDER  No.  5270. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  F.  S.  Davis,  Agent,  for 
and  on  Behalf  of  Non-Federal  Con- 
trolled Carriers  and  Federal  Controlled 
Carriers  in  Connection  with  Non-Fed- 
eral Controlled  Carriers  in  the  State 
of  Maryland  for  Permission  Under  Sec- 
tion 15  of  the  Public  Service  Commis^ 
sion  Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less 
Than  Statutory  Notice  Rules,  Regula- 
tions and  Charges  Governing  the  Han- 
dling and  Transportation  of  Live  Stock. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket 

Case  No.  586. 


The  above  mentioned  petition  having  been  received  and  filed  upon 
consideration  thereof,  it  is  this  22nd  day  of  December,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDttittt\if  That  permission  be,  and  is  hereby  given,  F.  S.  Davis, 
Agent,  for  and  on  behalf  of  non-Federal  controlled  carriers  and  Fed- 
eral controlled  carriers  in  connection  with  non-Federal  controlled  car- 
riers in  the  State  of  Maryland  to  file  and  publish  on  one  day's  notice 
to  the  Commission  and  the  public,  rules,  regulations  and  charges 
governing  the  handling  and  transportation  of  live  stock,  as  set  forth 
in  petitioner's  Exhibit  "A''  filed  herein,  the  Commission  also  hereby 
waiving  its  tariff  rules  respecting  supplemental  requirements  and  the 
showing  of  symbols  indicating  increases  and  reductions  in  rates  and 
charges,  so  far  as  tariffs  and  supplements  filed  with  it  under  authority 
of  this  Order  are  concerned. 

Provided,  Said  tariffs  and  supplements  be  filed  with  the  Commis- 
sion upon  issuance  of  this  Order,  and  published  by  posting  as  required 
by  law,  and  that  all  copies  of  said  tariffs  and  supplements  shall  bear 
the  following  notation: 

''Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5270  of  date  December 
22nd,  1919." 
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And  It  Is  Further  SDttttttf  That  by  passing  this  Order  the 
Public  Service  Commission  is  not  to  be  taken  as  in  any  sense  what- 
ever approving  any  rules,  regulations  or  charges  that  may  be  filed 
under  the  authority  of  this  Order;  all  such  rules,  regulations  and 
charges  being  left  as  fully  subject  to  investigation  and  correction  on 
complaint,  or  on  the  Commission's  own  motion,  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  as  if  this  Order  had  never 
been  passed. 


ORDER  No.  5302. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  Washington,  Balti- 
more AND  Annapolis  Electric  Rail- 
road Company  for  an  Order  Permitting 
and  Approving  the  Construction  of  a 
Side  Track  Connecting  with  Its  North- 
Bound  Main  Track  South  of  Bell 
Station. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1750. 


Whereas,  It  appears  from  the  petition  and  exhibit  filed  in  the  above 
entitled  matter  that  the  proposed  construction  of  a  side  track  is  neces- 
sary and  convenient  for  the  public  service,  and 

Whereas,  The  Commission  being  of  the  opinion  that  said  construc- 
tion is  not  a  matter  of  such  character  as  requires  the  same  to  be  set 
for  formal  hearing, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  twenty-ninth  day  of  December,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

jODttltt^b^  That  the  construction  of  the  said  side  track,  as  set  forth 
in  said  petition,  be,  and  it  is  hereby  permitted  and  approved. 
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OPINION 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore  for  a  Modifi- 
cation of  Certain  Orders  Now  in  Force 
Fixing  the  Rates  of  Fare  to  Be 
Charged  by  Said  Company  and  for 
Permission  to  File,  Publish  and  Put  in 
Effect  a  New  Schedule  of  Rates  of 
Fare,  Increasing  Existing  Rates,  as 
Set  Forth  in  This  Petition. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1682. 


Appearances : 

Messrs.  Joseph  C.  France,  Edwin  G.  Baetjer  and  W.  H.  Maltbie, 
representing  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of 
Baltimore; 

Joseph  S.  Goldsmith,  Esq.,  Assistant  General  Counsel,  represent- 
ing the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland. 

By  the  Commission.  Filed  December  31,  1919. 

On  October  1,  1918,  all  fares  of  The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore  were  increased  one  cent  each,  the  only  exception 
being  on  the  Curtis  Bay  line  of  said  Company,  on  which  line  the  rail- 
way company  had  theretofore  issued  a  three-cent  continuous  fare  ticket, 
which  was  withdrawn  on  that  date,  with  the  result  that  persons  trans- 
ferring to  or  from  this  line  were  required  to  pay  two  cash  fares  of  six 
cents  each,  or  twelve  cents  for  the  ride  formerly  costing  but  eight  cents. 
On  January  7,  1919,  the  Commission  filed  its  opinion  and  entered  its 
order  in  Cases  Nos.  1568  and  1583,  in  which  it  upheld  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  increased  fares,  save  the  fare  on  the  Curtis  Bay  line,  on 
which  line  it  required  the  railway  company  to  restore  the  sale  of  con- 
tinuous fare  tickets  at  the  rate  of  four  cents  each. 

Thereafter  the  railway  company  petitioned  the  Commission  for  a 
further  increase  in  fares,  and  on  September  30,  1919,  the  Commission 
filed  its  opinion  and  entered  its  Order  in  Case  No.  1682,  permitting  an 
increase  in  the  adult  cash  fare  from  six  cents  to  six  and  one-half  cents 
when  tickets  or  fare  checks  were  purchased  in  lots  of  four,  or  seven 
cents  cash  fare.  No  increase  was  permitted  in  the  fares  charged  chil- 
dren or  commutation  fares.  The  increase  allowed  by  the  Commission 
was  somewhat  less  than  that  sought  by  the  railway  company,  it  being 
the  contention  of  the  company  that  a  fare  of  seven  and  one-half  cents 
was  essential  if  it  was  to  continue  rendering  adequate  service  to  the 
public  it  served,  and  if  it  was  to  preserve  its  credit  so  that  it  might 
attract  the  necessary  capital  required  to  provide  for  additions  to  and 
improvements  in  its  service  requisite  to  meet  the  growing  demands  of 
the  community  which  it  serves. 
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On  De<;einber  26,  1919,  the  railway  company  petitioned  the  Commis- 
sion for  a  further  increase  in  the  adult  cash  fare  to  seven  cents  straight, 
and  this  application  came  on  to  be  heard  on  December  30. 

A  complete  history  of  the  railway  company  and  of  its  operations  has 
heretofore  been  given  in  the  opinions  of  the  Commission  above  men- 
tioned, and  the  attitude  of  the  Commission  with  respect  to  the  needs 
and  requirements  of  said  company  has  been  discussed  at  considerable 
length  in  such  opinions,  as  well  as  in  supplemental  opinion  filed  in 
Case  No.  1682  on  November  29,  1919. 

The  previous  hearings  of  the  Commission  upon  the  several  applica- 
tions of  the  railway  company  for  fare  increases  were  most  exhaustive, 
and  the  records  in  those  cases  constitute  a  thorough  history  of  the 
financial  situation  of  the  company.  Paragraphs  5  and  6  of  the  Com- 
mission's Order  No.  5120  entered  in  Case  No.  1682  on  September  30, 
1919,  provide  as  follows: 

"That  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Balti- 
more shall  furnish  to  this  Commission  accurate  and  complete 
statements  under  oath,  and  in  convenient  form,  setting  forth 
the. number  of  revenue  and  transfer  passengers  carried,  and 
the  number  of  car  miles  operated,  the  cash  receipts  from 
operation  and  other  sources,  and  the  operating  and  other 
expenditures  of  the  company,  all  set  forth  in  the  maimer  pre- 
scribed by  the  rules  of  this  Commission  for  accounting  by 
street  railway  companies,  so  soon  as  may  be  reasonably  prac- 
ticable and  convenient  after  the  end  of  each  calendar  month 
during  the  period  this  order  remains  effective,  and  in  no  event 
later  than  the  last  day  of  the  next  succeeding  calendar  month, 
covering  the  operations  of  the  company  during  the  next  pre- 
ceding month. 

"That  the  right  of  the  respondent  company  to  charge  and 
collect  the  fares  in  this,  order  prescribed  shall  be  held  subject 
at  all  times  during  the  period  covered  by  such  order,  or  any 
extension  thereof  which  may  hereafter  be  granted  as  afore- 
said, to  the  right  and  power  of  this  Commission  to  reopen 
this  case  in  the  light  of  the  facts  disclosed  by  the  monthly 
reports  aforesaid,  or  of  other  facts  otherwise  coming  to  the 
attention  of  this  Commission,  and  modify  the  rates  of  fare 
by  this  order  authorized  to  be  charged  and  collected  by  the 
respondent  company.'' 

In  its  opinion  filed  on  the  same  day  the  Commission  said: 

"It  is  to  be  understood  by  all  concerned  that  our  order 
passed  pursuant  to  this  opinion  is  so  far  tentative  that  it  can 
be>  reopened  at  any  time  within  such  twelve  months  upon  the 
evidence  adduced  in   this  and   the  previous  case  and  the 


\ 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland  361 

,  monthly  reports  which  will  be  furnished  under  oath  by; the 
company  as  above  stated. 

"In  other  words,  there  will  be  no  necessity  during  the  comr 
ing  year  at  least  for  any  lengthy  formal  hearing  upon  aj;^pli- 
cations  for  either  the  increase  or  decrease  of  the  fares  estab- 
lished by  our  order. 

''The  Commission  now  has  before  it  the  complete  operating 
figures  of  this  company  for  a  period  of  approximately  seven  . 
years,  and  there  is  now  no  necessity  for  further  details  as  to 
such  operations  in  the  past  or  for  further  estimates  of  prob- 
able future  operating  results,  except  in  so  far  as  the  estin^ates 
contained  in  this  opinion  may  require  modification  from  time 
to  time  by  reason  of  actual  results. 

"If  it  should  happen  that  the  experience  of  several  months 
under  the  new  rates  should  demonstrate  that  the  company  is 
earning  a  larger  net  revenue  than  is  anticipated  by  this  order, 
and  that  there  is  a  reasonable  probability  that  such  excess 
earnings  during  the  course  of  the  year  would  be  such  as  to 
justify  some  reduction  in  the  base  rate  of  fare,  the  Commis- 
sion will,  of  its  own  motion,  require  the  company  to  show 
cause  why  such  decrease  should  not  be  made. 

"If,  on  the  other  hand,  such  reports,  upon  thorough  inves- 
tigation by  the  Accounting  Department  of  the  Commission 
and  by  the  members  of  the  Commission  itself,  should  demon- 
strate that  the  company  is  earning  materially  less  than  we 
now  anticipate  it  will  earn  under  such  rates,  the  company 
will  be  permitted  to  make  an  application  for  their  increase, 
with  the  understanding  that  the  Commission  will  confine  the 
hearings  upon  such  application,  as  far  as  it  can  reasonably 
do  so  under  the  law,  to  the  precise  issue  of  the  rate  necessary 
to  yield  approximately  the  net  balance  to  surplus  which  we 
have  declared  a  reasonable  one  for  the  company  to  earn  dur- 
ing the  period  of  the  next  twelve  months.' 


»> 


The  application  now  before  the  Commission  is  filed  under  the  above 
quoted  provisions  of  the  Commission's  opinion  and  order,  and  the  issue 
is  thereby  confined  to  the  question  of  the  rate  of  fare  necessary  to 
provide  a  balance  to  surplus  of  approximately  One  Million  Dollars 
during  the  ensuing  year,  which  amount  the  Commission  has  hereto- 
fore found  to  be  reasonable  during  such  period. 

The  monthly  reports  of  the  company's  earnings  and  expenses  re- 
quired by  the  Commission's  Order  No.  5120  have  been  duly  filed  with 
the  Commission,  the  balance  to  surplus  during  October  and  November, 
1919  (ttie  first  two  months  of  operation  under  the  present  fare)  being 
$18,124  and  $36,991,  respectively,  while  the  average  pre-war  surplus 
during  the  corresponding  months  is  shown  to  be  $86,309  and  $57,873, 
respectively. 
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The  following  facts  are  set  forth  in  the  petition  of  the  railway  com- 
pany in  justification  of  the  increase  in  fares  now  sought: 

1.  The  Commission  estimated  that  but  70.833  per  cent,  of 
the  total  number  of  passengers  would  avail  themselves  of  the 
privilege  of  buying  fare  checks,  whereas  during  the  first 
twenty-three  days  of  December  the  actual  figure  was  89.56  per 
cent,  which  larger  use  of  fare  checks  results  in  a  shortage  in 
income  of  approximately  $200,000  for  a  year. 

2.  The  tax  rate  of  the  City  of  Baltimore  has  been  increased 
from  the  1919  rate  of  $2.01  per  hundred  to  $2,97  in  1920,  with 
increases  in  the  new  annex  and  rural  rates  from  $1,206  to 
$1.84  and  from  67  cents  to  99  cents,  respectively,  entailing  an 
additional  expenditure  during  the  year  upon  the  part  of  the 
company  of  $109,598.45. 

3.  The  company  paid  $66,000  to  the  City  of  Baltimore  for 
duct  rentals  during  the  year  1919,  while  under  a  pending  ordi- 
nance of  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Baltimore  the  rental 
will  be  increased  to  $118,800  per  annum,  or  $52,800  in  excess 
of  the  1919  figure. 

4.  An  increase  in  the  price  of  coal  involving  an  additional 
expenditure  of  $20,000  per  annum,  with  the  likelihood  of  a 
further  and  substantial  increase  in  the  price  of  fuel  in  the 
near  future. 

5.  An  increase  in  the  cost  of  supplies  used  by  the  company 
of  from  $75,000  to  $100,000  per  annum  above  the  prices  paid 
for  similar  quantities  of  such  articles  used  during  the  current 
year. 

6.  The  necessity  of  making  some  allowance  to  the  com- 
pany's platform  employees  for  time  consumed  in  taking  cars 
to  and  from  car  barns,  which  will  involve  an  additional  pay- 
ment of  $91,250  per  annum. 

7.  The  need  for  setting  aside  a  greater  depreciation  reserve 
than  has  been  provided  for,  it  having  been  previously  shown 
that  the  cost  of  labor  and  materials  used  in  maintenance  and 
replacement  work  has  increased  101  per  cent,  over  the  1916 
cost,  and  that  if  the  depreciation  appropriation  for  1916  is 
increased  by  101  per  cent,  and  a  reasonable  depreciation 
allowance  made  on  the  capital  additions  since  1916,  the  depre- 
ciation reserve  for  1920  will  be  $454,311  in  excess  of  the  Com- 
mission's estimate  of  $710,370  for  1919. 

At  the  hearing  upon  this  petition  the  petitioner  produced  its  presi- 
dent, C.  D.  Emmons,  as  a  witness  to  substantiate  the  statements  of 
the  company  respecting  the  increased  expenditures  which  it  will  be 
obliged  to  provide  for  during  the  ensuing  year,  as  well  as  the  need  for. 
a  greater  depreciation  reserve,  and  Mr.  Emmons  introduced  and  filed 
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with  the  Commission  various  exhibits  in  support  of  the  claims  of  his 
company. 

Some  of  these  items  of  additional  expense  have  already  been  encoun- 
tered by  the  company,  and  the  others  are  almost  certain  to  be  realized. 
It  is  impossible  to  foretell  to  what  extent  some  of  the  items  will  still 
further  increase,  this  having  particular  reference  to  the  price  of  coal. 
We  are  all  aware  that  a  body  appointed  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  is  shortly  to  take  up  the  question  of  the  relations  existing 
between  the  coal  miners  and  the  coal  operators,  and  if  as  a  result  of 
this  investigation  the  wages  of  the  miners  are  again  increased,  the 
burden  of  such  increase  will  in  all  probability  come  to  be  borne  by 
the  coal  consuming  public,  including  the  petitioner.  * 

The  Commission  is  not  prepared  at  this  time  to  accept  the  claim  of 
the  railway  company  that  its  depreciation  reserve  should  be  increased 
in  order  to  meet  the  increased  cost  of  renewing  and  replacing  property 
in  kind.  The  contention  of  the  railway  company  involves  a  distinct 
departure  from  the  long  established  practice  with  respect  to  the 
handling  of  this  matter,  the  accounting  rules  of  this  Commission,  as 
well  as  the  accounting  rules  of  most  other  regulatory  bodies  (so  far 
as  the  Commission  is  informed)  providing  that  the  difference  between 
the  original  cost  and  the  cost  of  renewal  or  replacement,  where  such 
latter  cost  is  higher,  should  be  charged  to  capital  account.  But  the 
Commission  does  not  feel  that  it  is  necessary  for  it  in  the  present 
proceedings  to  pass  upon  the  broader  question  of  depreciation  which 
is  presented  by  the  company's  petition.  Nor  does  the  Commission  find 
that  it  is  necessary  for  the  purposes  of  this  case  to  attempt  to  indicate 
what,  in  its  judgment,  would  be  the  proper  amounts,  or  ^ven  the  maxi- 
mum amounts,  which  the  railway  company  should  be  permitted  to 
expend  for  maintenance,  and  set  aside  as  a  depreciation  reserve.  The 
conditions  surrounding  the  cost  of  both  wages  and  material  are  too 
unsettled  to  warrant  any  conclusion  which  might  be  construed  to  be 
the  adoption  of  anything  like  a  fixed  or  permanent  policy  with  refer- 
ence to  either  maintenance  or  depreciation.  But  dealing  with  the 
present  situation  with  which  the  railway  is  now  confronted,  the  Com-^ 
n^ission  finds  that  under  existing  conditions,  which  conditions  are 
likely  to  continue  at  least  during  the  ensuing  year,  the  total  amount 
which  the  company  claims  it  will  require  for  maintenance  and  d^pre-* 
ciation  does  not  appear  to  be  unreasonable,  when  consideration  is  giveil 
to  the  amount  of  maintenance  and  renewal  work  now  being  done  by 
the  company,  and  which  it  will  have  to  continue  for  a  considelrable 
period  of  time  in  order  to  get  its  property  in  condition  to  render  the 
best  possible  service  to  the  community  which  it  serves;  nor  does  such 
total  allowance  appear  unreasonable  when  compared  with  Similar 
allowances  of  other  railway  companies,  such  comparison  being  made 
on  a  car-mile  basis. 

As  before  shown,  the  balance  to  surplus  after  the  payment  of  oper-^ 
ating  expenses,  taxes  and  fixed  charges  during  the  months  of  October 
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and  November  aggregated  $55,1 16,  and  the  December  balance  is  esti- 
mated to  be  about  $30,000,  or  about  $86,000  for  three  miHiths'  opera- 
tions at  the  present  rate  of  fare.  The  increase  in  the  tax  rate,  the 
higher  conduit  rental,  the  known  increase  in  the  price  of  coal,  the 
increase  in  the  cost  of  supplies,  the  allowance  to  platform  employees 
for  time  consumed  in  taking  cars  to  and  from  car  bams,  and  additional 
fixed  charges  of  approximately  $120,000  per  annum,  when  taken 
together,  will  be  sufficient  to  reduce  the  balance  to  surplus  likely  to 
accrue  during  the  ensuing  year  at  the  present  rate  of  fare  to  an  almost 
negligible  amount,  and  unless  there  is  a  material  increase  in  traffic, 
will  be  sufficient  to  wipe  out  completely  any  possible  surplus.  The 
coiap&nyk's  balance  to  surplus  during  the  current  year  will  be  $161,594, 
using  the  estimated  figure  of  $30,000  for  December.  This  is  the  lowest 
balance  to  surplus  earned  in  any  of  the  years  since  1912,  as  shown  by 
the  following  table: 

BALANCE  TO  SURPLUS  BY  YEARS 

Year  Balance 

1912 $678,042 

1913 972,322 

1914 819,368 

1915 819,368 

1916 1,108,124 

1917 875,587 

1918 332,662 

1919.  .^. ♦161,594 


♦December  estimated. 

It  is  impracticable  to  attempt  to  project  the  earning  for  1919  into 
1920  on  the  basis  of  the  balance  to  surplus  shown  for  1919,  as  the  wage 
increase  of  August  17,  1919  (involving  an  additional  expenditure  of 
over  $800,000  per  annum)  and  the  present  rate  of  fare,  which  became 
effective  on  October  1,  1919,  have  been  in  effect  for  but  a  portion  of 
the  year.  On  the  basis  of  the  number  of  riders  during  the  year  1919, 
the  straight  fare  of  seven  cents  will  produce  additional  revenue  over 
the  present  fare  of  seven  sents  each  with  6%  cent  tickets  (90  per  cent, 
tickets,  10  per  cent  cash  fares)  of  about  $950,000  for  the  year,  after 
deduction  of  Park  Tax,  and  if  there  is  an  increase  of  7  per  cent,  in  the 
traffic  of  the  company  in  the  year  the  additional  revenue  produced  by 
the  increase  in  fare  will  be  approximately  $1,025,000,  the  true  figure 
probably  being  somewhere  between  these  two. 

After  full  consideration  of  all  of  the  facts  which  have  bearing  on  the 
matter,  and  having  made  a  careful  estimate  of  income  and  expenses 
for  the  ensuing  year,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  while  the 
company  might  possibly  be  able  to  continue  its  operations  on  a  rate  of 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland  364-A 

fare  fractionally  lower  than  the  full  increase  now  sought  (though 
hifl^ier  than  the  present  rate  of  fare)  the  saving  to  the  riding  public 
through  such  fractional  rate  of  fare  would  be  very  slight,  while  on  the 
otber  hand  it  might  prove  to  be  the  real  balance  between  success  and 
failure  on  the  part  of  the  company.  Were  the  Commission  to  pre- 
scribe a  rate  of  fare  lower  than  that  necessary  to  provide  for  the  full 
reasonable  needs  of  the  company,  the  result  might  easily  be  that  the 
company  would  again  be  compelled  to  struggle  along  as  it  has  strug- 
gled since  1917;  barely  able  to  meet  its  pressing  obligations,  its  credit 
impaired,  and  ultimately  destroyed;  unable  to  maintain  its  property  or 
give  the  character  of  service  rightfully  and  reasonably  demanded  by 
the  public. 

A  tabulation  of  the  difference  in  revenue  obtained  through  the  sale 
of  fare  checks  at  fractional  fares  shows  that  a  reduction  under  the 
maximum  fare  of  seven  cents  as  slight  as  that  obtained  through  the 
sale  of  eight  fare  checks  for  55  cents,  with  only  70  per  cent,  of  the 
riders  availing  themselves  of  the  lower  fare,  would  aggregate  approxi- 
mately $200,000  for  the  year,  and  to  that  extent  cause  a  shortage  in 
the  balance  to  surplus  of  approximately  $1,000,000  claimed  by  the  com- 
pany, and  which  balance  the  Commission  has  heretofore  found  to  be 
reasonably  necessary  for  the  company's  purposes. 

The  Commission  has,  therefore,  concluded  that  the  interests  of  the 
entire  public  will  be  served  best  by  allowing  the  company  to  charge  a 
rate  of  fare  of  seven  cents,  and  its  previous  orders  will  be  modified  so 
as  to  permit  such  change  to  become  effective  on  January  1,  1920.  The 
present  fares  for  children,  as  well  as  the  present  commutation  book 
rates,  will  remain  unchanged.  The  Commission  will  require  the  rail- 
way company  to  continue  furnishing  monthly  statements  showing  the 
results  of  its  operations,  so  that  the  Commission  will  thereby  be  kept 
in  close  touch  with  the  situation,  and  in  a  position  to  take  any  further 
action  in  the  premises  which  may  seem  warranted. 

The  Commission  has  the  assurance  of  the  railway  company  that  a 
straight  fare  of  seven  cents  will  enable  it  to  meet  its  financial  require- 
ments, secure  needed  equipment,  get  its  roadbed  and  equipment  in  good 
operating  condition  and  meet  every  reasonable  demand  for  adequate 
service,  and  the  Commission  in  permitting  the  increase  prayed  for  is 
taking  the  company  at  its  word,  and  will  require  the  company  to  fulfill 
promptly  its  promise  of  improved  service. 

An  order  will  be  passed  in  accordance  with  the  conclusions  herein. 
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ORDER  No.  5327. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  The  United  Railways 
AND  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
for  a  Modification  of  Certain  Orders, 
Now  in  Force,  Fixing  the  Rates  of 
Fare  to  be  Charged  by  Said  Company, 
and  for  Permission  to  File,  Publish  and 
Put  in  Effect  a  New  Schedule  of  Rates 
of  Fare,  Increasing  Existing  Rates,  as 
Set  Forth  in  This  Petition. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1682. 


Pursuant  to  the  conclusions  reached  in  the  aforegoing  opinion,  it  is, 
this  31st  day  of  December,  in  the  year  Nineteen  Hundred  and  Nine- 
teen, by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

SDtbttttif  1-  That  except  as  to  paragraph  (1)  thereof.  Order  No. 
5120  entered  by  this  Commission  on  September  30th,  1919,  as  modified 
and  amended  by  Order  No.  5223  entered  on  November  29th,  1919»  be 
and  it  is  hereby  annulled  and  rescinded. 

2.  That  on  and  after  January  1st,  1920,  and  until  midnight  of 
December  31st,  1920,  and  for  no  longer,  unless  such  period  be  extended 
for  a  further  period  as  hereinafter  provided,  or  this  order  be  earlier 
modified  or  abrogated  by  further  order  of  this  Commission,  The  United 
Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  shall  be  permitted  to 
charge  and  collect  for  the  transportation  of  persons  over  its  several 
street  railway  lines,  in  Baltimore  City  and  vicinity,  the  following  rates, 
fares  and  charges,  to  wit: 

a)  Seven  cents  fare  for  the  conveyance  of  each  passenger  over 
twelve  years  of  age,  and  four  cents  for  each  child  between  the  ages 
of  four  and  twelve  years,  on  any  of  its  lines  between  the  points 
designated  under  the  first  general  caption  in  its  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md. 
No.  8,  filed  with  this  Commission  Augrust  28th,  1918,  effective  October 
1st,  1918,  or  between  intermediate  points,  in  either  direction,  on  any 
of  such  lines,  except  in  the  case  of  its  Curtis  Bay  line,  on  which  line 
The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore  shall  issue 
transfers  entitling  the  holder  to  a  continuous  ride  on  such  line  as 
such  transfers  were  issued  on  and  prior  to  September  30th,  1918, 
except  that  the  charge  for  such  transfers  shall  be  four  cents  instead 
of  three  cents,  as  theretofore. 

(b)  Full-fare  and  half-fare  continuous  trip  tickets,  good  as  fare 
on  connecting  lines,  to  be  sold  on  the  lines  and  between  the  points, 
on  the  Company's  Gorsuch  Avenue,  East  Monument  Street  (Orange- 
ville) ,  Third  and  Eighth  Streets,  Union  Avenue,  South  Charles  Street, 
Walbrook-Hillsdale,  Sh^re  line  and  Ferry  Bar  lines,  as  designated  in 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland  364-C 

said  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8,  otherwise  the  re^lar  fare  to  be 
collected  between  the  points  so  desigfnated. 

(c)  Four  and  one-half  cents  when  paid  by  commutation  tickets 
sold  for  use  on  the  first  county  fare  zone  between  the  points  so 
designated  in  the  schedule  P.  S.  C.  Md.  No.  8,  aforesaid,  and  five  cents 
when  paid  by  commutation  tickets  sold  for  use  on  second  and  third 
county  fare  zones  between  the  points  so  designated  in  said  schedule, 
said  commutation  tickets  to  be  sold  in  the  manner  and  subject  to 
the  conditions  set  forth  in  said  schedule  with  respect  thereto,  the  full 
fare  In  each  of  said  cases  otherwise  to  be  paid. 

(d)  Four  and  one-half  cents  between  Sparrows  Point  and  Dundalk 
and  four  and  one-half  cents  between  Dundalk  and  Highlandtown 
when  paid  by  employee's  tickets  from  20-trip  books  sold  in  lots  to  the 
Maryland  Steel  Company  for  distribution ;  five  cents  between  Dundalk 
and  Highlandtown  and  five  cents  between  Highlandtown  and  city 
points,  when  paid  by  strip  tickets  sold  in  lots  to  the  Central  Foundry 
Company  for  distribution ;  and  two  and  one-half  cents  on  the  Lakeside 
line  when  paid  by  tickets  from  200-trip  books  sold  to  the  landowners 
along  such  line,  all  such  tickets  to  be  subject  to  the  conditions  printed 
thereon  and  to  the  rules  of  the  Company  governing  the  use  thereof, 
the  full  fare  in  each  of  said  cases  otherwise  to  be  paid. 

3.  That  from  and  after  the  hour  of  midnight  on  the  31st  of 
December,  1920,  said  company's  right  and  privilege  to  charge  and 
collect  the  increased  fares  authorized  hereby  shall  cease  and  determine 
and  said  company  shall  thereupon  put  in  force  and  effect,  and  main- 
tain until  thereafter  lawfully  changed,  the  schedule  of  fares  operative 
on  the  31st  of  December,  1919,  unless  this  Commission  or  other  lawful 
authority  shall  in  the  meantime  have  modified,  extended  or  superseded 
this  order;  provided,  however,  that  if  this  order  has  not  been  so 
extended  or  superseded,  and  there  shall  be  pending  on  December  31st, 
1920,  an  application  by  said  company  filed  before  November  30th, 
1920,  for  a  continuance  in  whole  or  in  part  of  the  relief  hereby  granted 
or  for  increased  fares,  then  the  right  to  collect  the  fares  authorized 
by  this  order  shall  continue  until  the  determination  by  the  Commis- 
sion of  said  pending  proceedings;  and  provided,  further,  that  in  case 
of  any  proceeding  hereafter  instituted  before  the  31st  day  of  De- 
cember, 1920,  for  the  right  to  charge  and  collect  fares  in  excess  of 
those  in  effect  on  the  31st  of  December,  1919,  the  burden  of  proving 
the  reasonableness  of  any  such  excess  fare  shall  be  and  remain  on 
said  company;  provided,  however,  that  nothing  in  this  order  shall  be 
held  to  affect  in  any  way  the  right  of  the  company  to  proceed  with 
the  pending  valuation  to  which  said  company  is  a  party  or  its  right 
of  appeal  from  the  finding  or  orders  growing  out  of  said  valuation 
proceedings. 

4.  That  the  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore 
shall  furnish  to  this  Commission  accurate  and  complete  statements 
under  oath,  and  in  convenient  form,  setting  forth  the  number  of 
revenue  and  transfer  passengers  carried,  and  the  number  of  car-miles 
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operated,  the  cash  receipts  from  operation  and  other  sources,  and  the 
operating:  and  other  expenditures  of  the  Company,  all  set  forth  in 
the  manner  prescribed  by  the  rules  of  this  Commission  for  accounting 
by  street  railway  companies,  so  soon  as  may  be  reascmably  practicable 
and  convenient  after  the  end  of  each  calendar  month  during  the 
period  this  Order  remains  effective,  and  in  no  event  later  than  the 
last  day  of  the  next  succeeding  calendar  month,  covering  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Company  during  the  next  preceding  month. 

5.  That  the  right  of  the  respondent  Company  to  charge  and  coHect 
the  fares  in  this  order  prescribed  shall  be  held  subject  at  all  times 
during  the  period  covered  by  such  order,  or  any  extension  thereof 
which  may  hereafter  be  granted  as  aforesaid,  to  the  right  and  power 
of  this  Commission  to  reopen  this  case  in  the  light  of  the  facts  dis- 
closed by  the  monthly  reports  aforesaid,  or  of  other  facts  otherwise 
coming  to  the  attention  of  this  Commission,  and  modify  the  rates  of 
fare  by  this  order  authorized  to  be  charged  and  collected  by  the 
respondent  C<»npany. 

And  it  is  Further  jSDtbttfb»  That  a  copy  of  this  order  be  forth- 
with served  upon  the  proper  officers  of  the  respondent.  The  United 
Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  and  that  said  Company, 
within  ten  days  from  the  date  of  the  service  of  such  copy,  advise  this 
Commission  in  writing  whether  or  not  it  will  accept  and  abide  by 
the  same. 
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ORDfiR  No.  5828. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Petition  of  Thb  Baltimore  Transit 
Company  for  Permission  Under  Sec- 
tion 15  of  the  Puhlic  Service  Commis- 
sion Law  to  File  and  Publish  on  Less 
Than  Statutory  Notice  a  Schedule  of 
Rates  Changing  Its  Rate  of  Fare  from 
Six  and  One-Half  Cents  when  Tickets 
or  Fare  Checks  are  Purchased,  or  Seven 
Cents  Cash  Fare,  to  Straight  Fare  of 
Seven  Cents. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

S.  N.  &  R.  Docket. 

Case  No.  587. 


Whereas,  The  Baltimore  Transit  Company,  a  corporation  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland  and  operating  a  line  of  pas- 
senger motor  busses  for  the  public  use  in  the  City  of  Baltimore,  having 
petitioned  this  Commission  for  permission  under  Section  15  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Law  to  file  and  publish  on  less  than  statu- 
tory notice  of  thirty  days  a  schedule  of  rates  changing  its  rate  of 
fare  from  six  and  one-half  cents  when  tickets  or  fare  checks  are 
purchased  in  lots  of  four,  or  seven  cents  cash  fare,  to  straight  fare 
of  seven  cents;  and 

Whereas,  It  appears  from  statement  filed  with  said  petition  that 
during  the  months  of  October,  November  and  December,  1919,  under 
the  present  rate  of  fare,  the  total  operating,  revenues  of  petitioner 
were  $35,286.50  and  the  total  operating  expenses,  exclusive  of  fixed 
charges  and  taxes,  but  inclusive  of  an  allowance  for  depreciation 
reserve,  were  $35,135.90,  leaving  a  balance  of  $150.60,  from  which 
balance  must  be  deducted  interest  and  discount  of  $4,002.31  and  taxes 
of  $1,351.80  during  said  period,  making  the  deficit  for  the  three  months 
in  question  $5,203.51;  and 

Whereas,  This  Commission  by  its  Order  No.  5327  this  day  entered 
in  Case  No.  1682  having  permitted  The  United  Railways  and  Electric 
Company  of  Baltimore,  which  company  owns  practically  all  of  the 
capital  stock  of  the  petitioner,  to  increase  its  base  adult  fare  from 
six  and  one-half  cents  when  tickets  or  fare  checks  are  purchased  in 
lots  of  four,  or  seven  cents  cash  fare,  to  straight  fare  of  seven  cents, 
which  increased  fare  becomes  efi'ective  January  1st,  1920;  and 

Whereas,  It  is  not  desirable  to  have  a  rate  of  fare  on  the  line  of 
the  petitioner  lower  than  the  rate  of  fare  contemi>oraneously  in 
effect  on  the  lines  of  The  United  Railways  and  Electric  Company  of 
Baltimore,  the  car  lines  of  which  company  parallel  the  route  of  the 
petitioner's  motor  bus  line,  in  that  such  lower  fare  would  tend  unduly 
to  divert  traffic  to  the  bus  line  and  result  in  severe  over-crowding  of 
said  eompB,ny*B  busses;  and 
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Whereas,  It  being  the  opinion  and  finding  of  the  Commission,  in 
view  of  the  aforegoing,  that  the  petitioner  should  be  permitted  to 
file  and  publish  on  less  than  the  statutory  notice  of  thirty  days  a 
schedule  chang^ing  its  rate  of  fare  to  the  extent  prayed, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  This  31st  day  of  December,  in  the  year  Nineteen 
Hundred  and  Nineteen,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

iSDtllttftl^  That  permission  be  and  is  hereby  g^iven  to  The  Balti- 
more Transit  Company  to  file  and  publish  a  schedule  changing  its 
rate  of  fare  from  six  and  one-half  cents  when  tickets  or  fare  checks 
are  purchased,  or  seven  cents  cash  fare,  to  straight  fare  of  seven 
cents;  such  increased  fare  to  become  effective  January  1st,  1920, 

Provided,  Said  schedule  be  filed  with  the  Commission  upon  issuance 
of  this  order  and  published  by  posting  as  required  by  law,  and  that 
all  copies  of  said  schedule  should  bear  the  following  notation: 

'* Issued  under  special  permission  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Maryland,  Order  No.  5328  of  date  December 
31st,  1919." 

Provided  Further,  That  this  Commission  by  passing  this  order 
is  not  to  be  taken  or  construed  as  in  any  sense  whatsoever  passing 
upon  the  reasonableness  of  the  rate  of  fare  contained  in  schedule  filed 
hereunder,  such  rate  of  fare  being  left  as  fully  subject  to  investiga- 
tion and  correction  upon  complaint  or  upon  the  Commission's  own 
motion  as  if  this  order  had  never  been  passed. 
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ORDER  No.  5829. 


In  the  Matter  of 

The  Application  of  The  Chesapeake  and 
Potomac  Telephone  Company  of  Bal- 
timore City  for  the  consent  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Mary- 
land to  the  Sale  of  the  Property  Lo- 
cated at  the  Northeast  Comer  of  Dark 
Lane  and  Love  Grove  Alley,  in  the 
City  of  Baltimore,  Under  the  Terms 
and  Provisions  of  Order  2913  of  the 
Said  Commission  Entered  June  20, 
1916,  in  Case  No.  1131. 


Before  the 

Public  Service  Commission 
of  Maryland. 

Case  No.  1751. 


The  a^eement  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  trans- 
action in  this  case  having  been  submitted  to  this  Commission  for 
the  puri)ose  of  securing  its  consent  to  the  consummation  thereof  and 
the  Commission  having  determined  that  a  hearing  is  unnecessary, 

It  Is,  Therefore,  On  this  thirty-first  day  of  December,  in  the  year 
1919,  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland, 

i3Dttltttll>  That  the  consent  of  this  Commission  be  and  the  same 
is  hereby  given  to  the  disposition  of  the  property  described  in  said 
agreement,  or  other  written  instrument  evidencing  the  transaction 
in  accordance  with  the  terms  outlined  therein. 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland    '  365 


APPENDIX  III 


OPINIONS  FILED  BY  COUNSEL  TO  COMMISSION 


(375) 
Right  to 

Compel  an  Electric  Corporation  to  Fur-    . 
nish   New   Mechanical   Devices   When    r  January  8, 1919. 

Changes  are  Made  in  the  Style  or  Tyi>e 
of  Current  Furnished. 

Ptthlic  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  7th  inst.,  which  was 
accompanied  by  a  letter,  dated  the  4th  inst.,  from  M.  L.  Veasey  to  you. 
Mr.  Veasey  maintains  a  vacuum  cleaner  system  in  his  dwelling  at 
Pocomoke  City,  and  he  complains  that  the  Electric  &  Ice  Manufactur- 
ing Co.  has  converted  its  electric  current  from  a  direct  to  an  alter- 
nating current  without  furnishing  him  with  a  new  motor  suitable 
for  alternating  current;  and  that  consequently  his  vacuum  cleaner 
system  is  useless  to  him.  Mr.  Veasey  also  asks  whether  the  Electric 
&  Ice  Manufacturing  Co.  has  a  right  to  alter  its  charges  for  current 
without  giving  notice  to  its  customers. 

I  find  that  the  tariff  schedule  filed  by  the  Electric  &  Ice  Manufactur- 
ing Co.  with  the  Commission  is  entirely  silent  as  to  the  kind  of  cur- 
rent that  is  to  be  furnished  to  its  customers;  and  I  therefore  Itssume 
that  the  contract  between  Mr.  Veasey  and  the  company  is  silent  upon 
this  subject  too.  I  cannot  see,  therefore,  that  the  company  is  under 
any  contractual  obligation  to  supply  Mr.  Veasey  with  any  particular 
kind  of  current,  or  to  refrain  from  supplying  him  with  a  special  kind 
of  current  which  requres  the  addition  of  a  motor  to  his  vacuum  cleaner 
system.  In  other  words,  no  evidence  is  before  me  to  show  that  the 
contract  between  the  parties  was  made  subject  to  the  condition  that 
the  company  should  furnish  current  that  would  not  necessitate  any 
mechanical  change  in  Mr.  Veasey's  vacuum  cleaner  system.  Even  if 
this  reasoning  on  my  part  is  incorrect,  all  the  company  would  have 
to  do  to  get  rid  of  its  contract  with  Mr.  Veasey  would  be  to  file  a 
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new  tariff  schedule  with  the  Commssion  expressly  limited  to  an  alter- 
nating current.  Such  contracts  are  necessarily  subject  to  the  control 
of  the  Police  Power  of  the  State.  Yeatman  V8,  Public  Service  Com- 
mission, 126  Md.,  513,  518. 

As  to  notice  to  the  customer  of  a  change  of  rate,  let  me  say  that 
rate  changes  of  gas  and  electric  companies  are  regulated  by  Order 
No.  246  of  the  Commission,  passed  on  April  19,  1911.  This  order 
simply  provides  that,  unless  the  Commission  otherwise  orders,  no 
change  shall  be  made  in  any  rate  or  charge,  or  rule  or  regulation 
forming  a  part  of  the  rate  or  charge,  which  shall  have  been  filed  with 
the  Commission,  except  after  thirty  days'  notice  to  the  Commission; 
And  that  the  new  schedule  shall  plainly  state  the  changes  proposed 
to  be  made  in  the  schedule  then  in  force,  and  the  time  when  the 
•changed  rate,  charge  or  regulation  will  go  into  effect;  and  that  all 
proposed  changes  shall  be  shown  by  printing,  filing  and  publishing 
new  schedules,  or  shall  be  plainly  indicated  upon  the  schedules  in 
force  at  the  time  kept  open  to  public  inspection.  In  my  judgement,  this 
language  does  not  contemplate  any  notice  to  the  consumer  other  than 
that  given  to  him  by  the  filing  and  publishing  of  the  new  schedule; 
in  other  words,  I  do  not  think  that  a  special  notice  of  the  rate  change 
has  to  be  given  to  each  customer  of  a  gas  or  electric  company,  though 
I  think  that,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy  and  sound  business  policy,  such 
a  company  might  well  give  such  a  special  notice  to  each. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bbucb, 

General  Counsel. 


(376) 
Jurisdiction  of 

The  Commission  in  the  Matter  of  Estab-    I        January  20,  1919. 
lishing  or  Re-establishing  a  Station  on 
an  Interstate  Railroad. 

Public-  Service  Commissiorif 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md, 

Gentlemen : 

Pursuant  to  your  communication  to  me  of  December  12th  last,  I 
duly  considered  the  question  submitted  to  me  thereby;  and  on  December 
18th  last,  wrote  to  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  referring  to 
the  President's  Proclamation  of  December  26,  1917,  which  declared 
that  any  order,  general  or  special,  thereafter  made  by  the  Director 
General  of  Railroads  should  have  paramount  authority,  and  asked 
him  whether  there  was  any  general  or  special  order  of  his  which 
revoked,  or  modified  the  power  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
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Maryland  to  order  railroad  companies  in  the  State  of  Maryland  to 
establish  or  re-establish  such  a  station  as  Ashland  on  the  Northern 
Central  Railway.  To  this  letter  I  received  a  reply,  under  date  of 
January  8,  1919,  from  Mr.  R.  Walton  Moore,  Assistant  General 
Counsel  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads..  This  reply  I  enclose 
herewith.  After  receiving:  it,  I  addressed  a  letter,  under  date  of 
January  6,  1919,  asking  him  to  kindly  refer  me  to  the  specific  provi- 
sions contained  in  Congressional  Legislation  and  Executive  Proclama- 
tions in  regard  to  the  Director  General,  which,  in  his  judgement,  nega- 
tived the  idea  that  until  its  authority  was  superseded  by  some  general 
or  special  order  of  the  Director  General,  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion of  Maryland  had  the  power  to  require  the  Pennsylvania  Railroad 
Company,  as  the  lessee  of  the  Northern  Central  Railway  Company, 
to  re-establish  the  station  at  Ashland.  To  this  letter  I  received  a 
reply  from  Mr.  Moore,  under  date  of  January  18,  1919,  which  I  here- 
with enclose.  Mr.  Moore's  letters  make  it  very  clear,  in  my  judgment, 
that  if  the  Commission  attempts  to  re-establish  the  station  at  Ashland 
its  action  will  be  strenuously  antagonized  by  the  Director  General  of 
Railroads,  even  to  the  extent,  if  necessary,  of  passing  a  special  order 
requiring  the  abandonment  of  the  station  if  re-established  by  the 
Commission. 

Under  the  circumstances,  I  think  it  would  be  a  mistake  for  the 
Commission  to  pliss  an  order  attempting  to  re-establish  the  station  at 
Ashland.  And  I  ask  the  Commission  to  be  so  kind  as  to  return  to  me 
the  enclosures  which  accompany  this  letter. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


(377) 
Right  of 

The  Commission  to  Enforce  Its  Order  in  „  ,  q   loio 

Connection    with    Freight    Movements    ^        *  ebruary  8,  l»l». 
Which  Occurred  Prior  to  Federal  Con- 
trol. 

Public  Service  Commiasiony 

Munsey  Building^  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  7th  inst.,  in  which  you 
ask  me  whether  the  Commission  can  require  the  Penna.  R.  R.  Co.  to 
amend  17  freight  bills,  which  it  has  made  out  at  its  6-cent  class  rate 
per  100  pounds  against  the  consignor  of  certain  movements  of  struc- 
tural steel  from  Calvert  Station  to  the  new  Poole  Engineering  and 
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Machine  Co.  plant  at  Woodberry,  so  as  to  make  them  harmonize  with 
the  order  of  the  Commission  of  May  31,  1912,  which  prescribed  a 
switching  rate  of  $5.00  per  car  for  such  movements.  These  bills  have 
already  been  the  subject  of  earnest  and  detailed  consideration  by  the 
Commission,  its  Rate  Clerk  and  myself,  and  now,  if  I  am  not  mistaken, 
the  fact  is  brought  for  the  first  time  to  the  attention  of  the  Commis- 
sion, its  Rate  Clerk  and  myself  that  the  movements  evidenced  by  the 
bills  all  occurred  before  the  railroads,  owing  to  the  exigencies  of  the 
great  war,  were  taken  over  by  the  general  government. 

It  is  immaterial,  under  the  circumstances,  it  seems  to  me,  to  ask 
whether  the  Commission  has  the  power  to  order  the  Penna.  R.  R.  Co. 
to  amend  the  bills,  seeing  that  they  have  never  yet  been  paid;  but 
should  it  endeavor  in  any  manner  to  collect  the  amounts  of  the  bills, 
as  now  made  out  at  its  6-cent  class  rate  per  100  pounds  instead  of  at 
the  switching  rate  of  $5.00  per  car,  prescribed  by  the  order  of  the 
Commission  above  mentioned,  I  do  not  doubt  the  right  of  the  Com- 
mission to  vindicate  the  authority  of  its  order  by  an  application  to 
the  Courts  for  an  injunction,  or  by  a  penal  action  as  provided  by 
Section  28  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law. 

But  it  is  only  fair  to  the  Penna.  R.  R.  Co.  to  say  that  I  think  it 
not  improbable  that  when  its  attention,  too,  is  pointedly  called  to  the 
fact  that  the  movements  in  question  took  place  before  the  enactment 
of  the  Congressional  Legislation  and  the  promulgation  of  the  Exec- 
utive Proclamations  by  which  the  control  of  the  Federal  Government 
over  the  railroads  was  established,  it  will,  of  its  own  accord,  correct 
the  bills. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


February  28,  1919. 


(378) 
Right  of 

The  Mayor  &  Council  of  Crisfield  to 
Annul  or  Revoke  Franchise  Granted  to 
a  Public  Service  Corporation  Pending 
the  Hearing  of  a  Rate  Controversy  by 
the  Commission. 

Public  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  27th  inst.,  which  was 
accompanied  by  a  letter  to  you  from  the  Crisfield  Light  &  Power  Co., 
dated  the  26th  inst.,  enclosing  a  letter  from  the  Mayor  and  Council 
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of  Crisfield  to  the  Light  &  Power  Co.,  dated  the  25th  inst.,  in  which 
the  Mayor  and  Council  of  Crisfield  threatens  to  revoke  the  franchise 
granted  by  it  to  the  Light  &  Power  Co.  should  the  latter  charge  for 
its  gas  a  rate  in  excess  of  |1.25  per  thousand  cubic  feet. 

From  what  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  Crisfield  say  in  their  letter, 
I  infer  that  one  of  the  conditions,  or  terms,  upon  which  the  franchise 
was  granted  by  it  to  the  Light  &  Power  Co.  was  that  the  lattier  should 
maintain  a  fixed  rate  of  $1.25  per  thousand  cubic  feet  for  its  gas. 
The  correspondence  submitted  to  me  does  not  disclose  the  date  upon 
which  the  franchise  was  granted,  and  I  am  therefore  not  advised  as 
to  whether  the  grant  was  made  before  or  after  the  enactment  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Law  on  April  5,  1910.  But  this  is  immate- 
rial, in  my  judgment,  for  it  is  well  settled  that  contracts  between 
individuals,  whether  made  before  or  after  the  passage  of  such  a  law, 
are  necessarily  subject  to  the  control  of  the  Police  Power  of  the  State, 
whenever  such  contract  relates  to  the  matters  which  are,  or  may  be, 
subject  to  the  exercise  of  this  power;  and  this  whether  the  power  is 
exercised  by  the  Legislature  directly  or  committed  by  it  to  a  Board 
or  Commission.  Manifestly,  when  the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland 
conferred  upon  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland  the  author- 
ity to  fix  gas  and  electric  rates,  its  action  was  an  exercise  of  the 
Police  Power;  and  to  this  power,  in  my  judgment,  the  rate  for  gas 
prescribed  by  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  Crisfield  when  it  granted  the 
franchise  to  the  Crisfield  Light  &  Power  Co.  must  yield. 

Yeatman  vs.  P.  S.  C.  of  Md.,  126  Md.,  513,  517,  518. 
Manigault  vs.  Spring,  199  U  S.,  473. 
Armour  Packing  Co.  vs.  U.  S.,  209  U.  S.,  56. 
L.  &  N.  Ry.  Co.  vs.  Mottley,  219  U.  S.,  467. 

Nor,  in  my  opinion,  does  the  fact  that  the  contract  entered  into 
between  the  Town  of  Crisfield  and  the  Light  &  Power  Co.  when  the 
franchise  was  gi'anted  has  been  superseded  by  the  jurisdiction  and 
authority  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  so  far  as  the  fixed  rate 
of  $1.25  for  gas  is  concerned,  work  an  annulment  of  the  franchise  or 
give  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  Crisfield  the  right  to  annul  it.  The 
franchise  stands,  though  the  rate,  owing  to  the  exercise  of  an  authority 
paramount  to  that  of  the  contracting  parties,  is  gone.  (L.  &  N.  Ry. 
Co.  V8.  Mottley,  supra.) 

If  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  Crisfield  should  undertake  to  carry  out 
the  threat  it  has  made  before  the  rate  controversy  between  it  and  the 
Light  &  Power  Co.  now  pending  before  the  Public  Service  Commission 
is  determined,  it  could,  in  my  opinion,  be  restrained  by  injunction  on 
the  application  of  the  Light  &  Power  Co.  to  the  Circuit  Court  for 
Somerset  County.  If  the  Commission  should  pass  an  order  in  the  rate 
controversy  fixing  a  maximum  rate  higher  than  $1.25  per  thousand 
cubic  feet  of  gas,  and  the  Mayor  and  Council  of  Crisfield  were  to  dis- 
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re^rard  or  violate  it  in  any  manner,  the  Commission  would  have  the 
I)ower  under  Section  38  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law, 
(Chapter  180  of  the  Acts  of  1910),  to  sue  out  an  injunction  against 
the  Mayor  and  Council  of  Crisfield  for  so  doing. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


March  21,  1919. 
Case  No.  1606 


(379) 

In  the  Matter  of 

The  Complaints  of  Mrs.  J.  M.  Horner 
and  Rev.  S.  M.  Engle 

V8, 

Pennsylvania  Railroad  Company. 

Public  Service  Commissionf 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  20th  inst.  Paragraph  1 
of  General  Order  No.  58  of  the  United  States  Railroad  Administra- 
tion, dated  February  20,  1919,  expressly  declares, 

"That  transportation  systems  under  Federal  control  shall 
continue  subject  to  the  lawful  Police  Reg^ulations  of  the 
several  States  which  were  and  are  applicable  to  privately 
operated  transportation  systems  in  such  matters  as  *  *  * 
the  establishment,  maintenance  and  sanitation  of  station  facil- 
ities *  ♦  *  and  all  other  matters  of  local  service,  safety 
and  equipment." 

And  that, 

"It  will  be  the  policy  of  the  Director  General  to  cause  the 
orders  of  the  State  Commissions  in  those  matters  to  be  carried 
out." 

In  view  of  these  provisions  of  the  above  mentioned  order,  I  see  no 
legal  reason  why  the  Commission  could  not  now  proceed  to  re-estab- 
lish the  station  at  Ashland  on  the  Northern  Central  Railway. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

Creneral  Counsel. 
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(880) 


March  22,  1919. 


Public  Service  Commiaeionf 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md, 


Gentlemen : 

Pursuant  to  the  request  of  your  Chairman,  made  to  me  this  morning,. 
I  submit  the  following  opinion: 

By  Chapter  708  of  the  Acts  of  1918,  the  State  Roads  Commission 
was  authorized  and  directed  in  their  discretion  to  provide  a  suitable 
steamer  or  steamers  to  connect  the  Town  of  Claibourne  with  the  City 
of  Annapolis  or  some  adjoining  suburb,  and  to  provide  wharf  facili- 
ties at  each  terminal  and  to  make  such  trips  across  the  bay  as  might 
be  justified,  and  to  charge  such  rates  therefor  as  might  be  estab- 
lished by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland.  In  my  opinion, 
this  act  authorized  the  State  Roads  Commission  to  either  operate  a 
ferry  between  the  termini  in  question  with  a  steamer  or  steamers 
purchased  by  itself  and  with  its  own  employees,  or  to  let  the  function 
out  to  contract. 

By  the  City  Charter,  it  was  provided  that  there  should  be  a  Super- 
intendent of  Lamps  and  Lighting,  appointed  by  the  Mayor,  and  that 
he  should  have  "under  his  charge  and  supervision  the  lighting  of  the 
City  of  Baltimore."  Commenting  on  this  language,  the  Court  of 
Appeals  said: 

"It  is  plain  that  he  can  have  this  charge  and  exercise  this 
supervision  as  well  whether  the  actual  work  is  done  under  a 
contract  with  an  independent  contractor  as  when  it  is  done  by 
men  employed  by  him." 

(Am.  Lighting  Co.  vs.  McCuen,  92  Md.,  pages  703,  708.) 

Were  the  State  Roads  Commission  to  operate  a  ferry  with  a  steamer 
or  steamers  purchased  by  it  and  with  employees  of  its  own,  it  is  very 
clear  that  the  enterprise  would  not  be  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  and 
authority  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  notwithstanding  the  fact 
that  if  a  private  corporation  '^ere  to  engage  in  the  same  business  it 
would  undoubtedly  be  a  common  carrier,  within  the  purview  of  Sections 
1  and  8  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  of  Maryland.  A  body 
politic  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  whether  the  State  of  Maryland  itself 
or  one  of  its  municipal  corporations,  engaged  in  the  business  of  fur- 
nishing a  public  service  commodity  or  service,  is  not  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  in  the  absence  of  some 
express  enactment  making  it  so.  That  this  is  true  was  recognized 
by  the  Legislature  when  it  passed  a  special  enactment  after  the 
passage  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  in  1910,  declaring  that 
every  municipal  corporation  of  the  State  of  Maryland  engaged  in 
the  business  of  manufacturing  and  supplying  or  supplying  gas  or 
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electricity  for  other  than  municipal  purposes  should  be  included  within 
the  terms  ''gas  corporation"  and  ''electrical  corporation/'  as  defined  in 
Section  1  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  and  should  be  subject, 
as  other  gas  and  electrical  corporations  are,  to  the  provisions  of  that 
law.     (Pub.  Serv.  Com.  Law,  Sec.  1^.) 

Agreeably  with  the  powers  conferred  upon  it  by  the  Act  of  1916 
above  mentioned,  the  State  Roads  Commission  entered  into  a  con- 
tract dated  March  14,  1919,  with  Frank  E.  McNamee  and  Hampden 
D.  Mepham,  of  New  York  City,  in  which  the  latter  agreed  to  furnish 
a  steamer  and  to  operate  the  ferry  between  Annapolis  and  Claibourne 
for  a  period  of  three  years,  at  certain  rates  mentioned  in  the  agree- 
ment, provided  that  these  rates  were  approved  by  the  Public  Service 
Commission.  Afterwards,  the  charter  of  the  Claiboume-Annapolis 
Ferry,  Inc.,  a  corporation  incorporated  under  the  general  incorpora- 
tion laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  was  so  amended  at  their  instance 
as  to  authorize  the  company  to  establish  and  maintain  an  automobile, 
passenger,  freight  and  express  service  between  Claibourne,  Maryland, 
and  Annapolis,  Maryland,  and  to  enter  into  or  assume  contracts  with 
the  State  Roads  Commission  of  Maryland  for  the  operation  of  such 
ferry  service.  By  its  charter,  the  company  is  also  authorized  to  own 
and  operate  vessels,  wharves,  docks,  etc.,  generally,  but  it  does  not 
propose  to  exercise  any  of  these  additional  powers  at  the  present 
time,  and  the  stock  and  bond  issues  which  it  contemplates  are  to  be 
issued  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  money  that  is  to  be  applied  solely 
to  the  needs  of  the  ferry  that  the  State  Roads  Commission  desires 
to  establish.  In  other  words,  the  company  has  no  immediate  expecta- 
tion whatever  of  exercising  any  powers  conferred  upon  it  by  its  charter 
except  those  conferred  upon  it  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  it  to  i>er- 
form  the  duty  delegated  to  it  by  the  contract  between  the  State  Roads 
Commission  and  Messrs.  McNamee  and  Mepham  above  mentioned, 
which  is  about  to  be  assigned  by  the  latter  to  it  with  the  consent  of 
the  State  Roads  Commission. 

Under  these  conditions,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  company  should  be 
regarded  as  merely  a  State  agency  which  the  State  of  Maryland, 
through  its  State  Roads  Commission,  has  caused  to  be  created  for 
the  purpose  of  exercising  on  its  behalf  a  State  function  which  the 
State  Roads  Commission  could  exercise  directly  and  immediately  were 
it  to  see  fit  to  do  so.  I  do  not  think,  therefore,  that  the  Public  Service 
Commission  should  attempt  to  assert  any  authority  over  the  proposed 
issues  of  stocks  and  bonds,  or  to  subject  the  operation  of  the  com- 
pany to  its  general  jurisdiction  and  authority  at  the  present  time. 
Its  one  power,  at  present,  in  relation  to  the  company,  is  to  establish 
the  rates  at  which  the  ferry  service  shall  be  rendered  by  the  company. 
This  it  is  empowered  to  do,  and  this  it  is  its  duty  to  do  under  the 
provisions  of  Chapter  708  of  the  Acts  of  1916.  If  the  rates  mentioned 
in  the  agreement  between  the  State  Roads  Commission  and  Messrs. 
McNamee  and  Mepham  are  just  and  reasonable  in  its  judgment,  it 
can,  after  an  investigation  and  hearing  in  the  usual  manner,  approve 
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them.    If  they  are  not  such  in  its  judgment,  it  can  reject  them  and 
establish  whatever  rates  it  may  believe  to  be  just  and  reasonable. 

Should  the  Glaiboume-Annapolis  Ferry,  Inc.,  ever  proceed  to  exer- 
cise any  of  the  general  powers  of  transportation  with  which  it  is 
endowed  by  its  charter,  it  would  have  to  obtain  an  order  from  the 
Commission  approving  their  exercise,  and  it  would  become  subject  in 
every  respect  as  regards  such  of  its  general  powers  as  it  proposed 
to  exercise,  to  the  full  jurisdiction  and  authority  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  over  common  carriers. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

Greneral  Counsel. 


(381) 
R.  E.  Duvall  &  Company 
vs. 
Hagerstown  &  Frederick  Railway  Co. 


March  26,  1919. 
Case  No.  1640. 


Public  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen : 

In  compliance  with  your  request,  I  submit  herewith  my  opinion  as 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  in  the  above  entitled  case. 

It  appears,  from  the  papers  in  the  case,  that  on  August  27,  1918, 
two  cars,  which  were  loaded  with  railroad  ties  at  a  siding  near 
Frederick,  Maryland,  were  placed  in  charge  of  the  Hagerstown  & 
Frederick  Railway  Company  for  transportation  to  Carroll  Switch, 
Baltimore,  Maryland,  a  siding  on  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad. 
Bills  of  lading  for  the  shipment  were  issued,  on  the  above  mentioned 
date,  to  the  consignor.  The  consignee  was  intended  to  be  the  United 
Railways  and  Electric  Company  of  Baltimore,  but  the  name  was 
erroneously  entered  on  the  bills  of  lading  as  the  United  States  Railway 
and  Electric  Company.  When  the  cars  reached  the  point  at  which 
they  should  have  been  transferred  to  the  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad, 
they  were  held  up  there  because  of  the  fact  that  the  railroad  company 
was  permitted  to  carry  only  a  limited  quantity  of  such  material  as 
constituted  the  shipment,  and  in  each  case  it  was  necessary  to  secure 
a  special  permit.  The  cars  were  held  at  the  said  junction  point  until 
September  13,  when,  for  the  first  time,  the  consignor  was  notified  by 
telegraph  of  the  fact  that  the  cars  were  so  held,  subject  to  demur- 
rage charges.  Subsequently,  one  car  was  sent  forward,  subject  to 
demurrage  charges  of  $100  and  a  war  tax  of  $3.00.  The  other  car 
was  held  somewhat  longer,  and  then,  without  the  knowledge  of  the 
consignor,  was  unloaded,  and  the  consignor  does  not  now  know  where 
the  railroad  ties  are. 

It  appears  to  me  that  there  is  a  question  involved  in  this  case  which 
the  Public  Service  Commission  ought  to  investigate.     It  is  not  clear 
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to  me,  from  the  facts  presented  in  the  papers  in  the  case,  that  the 
railroad  company  had  the  right  to  subject  the  cars  to  demurrage 
charges,  under  the  rules  which  had  been  adopted  by  the  company  and 
are  on  file  with  this  Commission.  Rule  1  states  specifically  when 
demurrage  may  be  charged.    The  rule  is  as  follows: 

''Cars  held  for. or  by  consignors  or  consignees  for  loading, 
unloading,  forwarding  directions,  or  for  any  other  purpose, 
are  subject  to  these  demurrage  rules  except  as  follows/' 

(We  are  not  .concerned  with  the  exceptions.) 

I  interpret  this  rule,  which  says  demurrage  charges  are  applicable 
when  cars  are  held  "for  or  by  consignors  or  consignees,"  to  mean 
that  such  charges  can  be  made  only  when  the  transportation  is 
delayed  or  interrupted,  or  delivery  is  delayed  because  of  something 
which  the  consignor  or  consignee  is  required  to  do,  but  has  failed  to 
do  in  time  to  avoid  delay. 

As  stated  above,  bills  of  lading  had  been  issued  for  the  above  men- 
tioned cars,  and  under  ordinary  conditions,  when  bills  of  lading  have 
been  issued,  the  shipment  is  in  the  absolute  custody  of  the  railroad 
company  until  delivered  to  the  consig^nee.  In  this  case,  however,  a 
question  arises  which  cannot  be  answered  from  what  appears  in  the 
papers  in  the  case.  Permits  were  necessary  to  enable  the  railroad 
company  to  accept  the  cars  and  carry  them  to  their  destination.  If 
the  duty  to  secure  such  permits  rested  upon  the  consignor  or  consignee, 
then  the  cars  may  be  regarded  as  having  been  held  for  the  consignor 
and,  in  my  judgn^^ent,  demurrage  might  have  been  properly  charged. 
If  it  was  the  duty  of  the  initial  carrier,  before  issuing  the  bills  of 
lading,  to  provide  itself  with  permits  and  see  that  the  way  was  clear, 
then,  in  my  judgment,  the  failure  of  the  initial  carrier  to  perform  its 
duty  in  that  respect  did  not  give  it  the  right  to  charge  demurrage. 

It  is  stated  in  one  of  the  letters  that  the  consignor  erroneously 
advised  the  Hagerstown  &  Frederick  Railway  Company  that  the  ship- 
ment was  intended  for  the  United  States  Government,  and  if  such 
a  statement  was  made,  the  employees  of  the  railway  company  might 
readily  have  been  misled,  because  of  the  fact  that  the  consignee  is 
given  the  name  United  States  Railway  &  Electric  Company.  If  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  railway  company  to  secure  the  necessary  permits, 
it  is  my  opinion  that  the  misstatement  of  fact  above  mentioned,  if 
it  was  made,  would  not  justify  the  demurrage  charge,  but  that  any 
remedy  which  the  railway  company  might  be  entitled  to  because  of 
the  erroneous  statement  would  have  to  be  sought  in  another  tribunal. 

In  brief,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  Commission  should  inquire  into 
the  facts,  so  as  to  ascertain  whether  or  not  the  cars  were  held  for 
or  by  the  consignor  or  consignee,  so  that  the  charge  f6r  demurrage 
would  be  justifiable.  I  think  the  Commission  should  take  cognizance 
of  the  fact  that  the  charge  was  made,  if  made  contrary  to  the  demur- 
rage rules. 

Very  truly  yours, 

Joseph  S.  Goldsmith, 

Asst.  General  Counsel. 
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March  31, 1919. 
Public  Service  Commissian, 

Munsey  BuUding,  Baltimore,  Md, 

Gentlemen : 

I  return  herewith  the  proposed  form  of  order  in  Case  No.  1645, 
(The  Claiboume- Annapolis  Ferry  Matter).  I  see  no  substantial 
objection  to  the  mere  form  of  the  order,  but  I  do  to  its  substance. 

Chapter  708  of  the  Acts  of  1916  imposes  upon  the  Commission  the 
positive  duty  to  ''establish*'  the  ferriage  rates  for  the  ferry,  and  this 
language  necessarily  implies,  in  my  opinion,  full  investigation,  valua- 
tion, and  the  ascertainment  of  the  proper  return  to  the  Company 
under  the  circumstances — in  other  words,  a  real  exercise  of  the  dis- 
cretion required  of  the  Commission  by  the  Act.  Of  course,  I  do  not 
know  what  testimony  was  elicited  at  the  hearing  in  this  case,  but  from 
the  recitals  in  the  proposed  order  I  should  infer  that  the  essentials 
above  mentioned  have  not  been  gratified.  The  Commission  would 
seem  simply  to  have  accepted  the  rates  suggested  to  it  by  the  Com- 
pany at  their  face  value,  and  by  an  express  reservation  to  have  left 
it  to  time  to  determine  whether  they  are  excessive  or  not.  This  does 
not  seem  to  me  to  be  an  adequate  execution  of  the  intent  of  the  Act. 
The  proper  course,  in  my  judgment,  would  be  for  the  Commission  to 
call  in  testimony  of  its  own,  expert  and  otherwise,  (in  addition  to  the 
testimony,  if  any,  brought  forward  by  the  Company) ,  for  the  purpose 
of  valuing  the  property  and  assets  of  the  Company,  estimating  its 
probable  receipts  and  expenditures,  and  fixing  the  return  to  which 
it  is  fairly  entitled  under  the  circumstances.  When  this  had  been 
done,  it  could  then  very  properly  in  its  order  reserve  the  right  to 
modify  the  rates  established  by  it  should  experience  show  that  they 
were  either  inadequate  or  excessive.  If  expert  testimony  is  invoked, 
I  can  not  see  that  there  Should  be  any  difficulty  at  all  about  valuing 
the  property  and  assets  of  the  Company.  This,  of  course,  I  can  not 
say  as  to  the  estimation  of  the  probable  receipts  and  expenses  of  the 
Company,  but  is  there  not  always  more  or  less  difficulty  about  fore- 
casting the  probable  receipts  and  expenditures  of  any  new  public 
service  enterprise?  Yet  is  such  difficulty  ever  assigned  as  a  reason 
why  a  public  service  commission  should  not  at  least  do  its  best  to 
form  an  independent  judgment  of  its  own?  Very  unfortunate,  indeed, 
in  my  opinion,  would  be  the  precedent  set  by  a  declaration  from  the 
Commission  that  no  accurate  estimate  of  the  prospective  receipts  and 
expenses  of  a  public  service  corporation  can  be  made  because  the 
corporation  is  of  recent  origin,  and  such  an  estimate  must,  in  the 
nature  of  things,  be  to  some  extent  conjectural. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


376  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

(383) 

April  3,  1919. 

Public  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md, 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  31st  ultimo,  and  the 
copy  of  the  letter  dated  the  27th  ultimo  from  the  Lovettsville  Light- 
ing Company  to  you,  by  which  it  was  accompanied.  As  I  read  the  letter 
of  the  company,  it  states  that  it  is  a  corporation,  incorporated,  organ- 
ized and  existing  under  the  laws  of  the  Statt:  of  Virginia,  which 
desires  to  obtain  a  supply  of  current  at  Brunswick,  Maryland,  through 
the  agency  of  a  line  which  it  proposes  to  establish  over  the  Potomac- 
River,  between  its  domicile  in  Virginia  and  Brunswick. 

Being  a  foreign  corporation,  it  will  not  be  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland,  except  to  a  limited 
extent.  It  would  not  have  to  file  tariff  schedules  with  the  Commis- 
sion, unless  it  expects  to  furnish  customers  in  Maryland  with  current, 
which  I  do  not  understand  to  be  the  case;  nor  would  it  have  to  apply 
to  the  Commission  for  the  approval  of  bond  and  stock  issues  made  by 
it;  but  it  could  not  oi)erate  its  proposed  line  between  the  Potomac 
River  and  Brunswick  without  obtaining  the  necessary  local  franchises 
in  Maryland  to  do  so.  Before,  therefore,  it  could  begin  the  construc- 
tion of  the  line  just  mentioned,  or  exercise  any  such  local  franchises 
within  the  State  of  Maryland,  it  would  have  to  secure  the  permission 
and  approval  of  the  Commission. 

As  to  whether  it  would  have  to  pay  any  foreign  corporation  fran- 
chise taxes  or  charges,  it  should  apply  for  information  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  at  Annapolis;  and  as  to  the  taxes,  State  and  local,  which  it 
would  have  to  pay  within  the  State  of  Maryland,  it  should  apply  for 
information  to  the  County  Commissioners  o/l  Frederick  County.  The 
Public  Service  Commission  is  not  clothed  with  any  powers  of  assess- 
ment of  taxation,  and  is,  therefore,  not  the  source  from  which  any 
such  information  should  be  sought.  Nor  has  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission the  authority  to  entertain  any  application  for  the  condemna- 
tion of  a  right  of  way  for  the  Lovettsville  Lighting  Company  over 
the  tracks  of  the  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company.  The  con- 
demnation of  private  property,  whether  belonging  to  corporations  or 
individuals,  is  regulated  by  the  constitution  and  general  statutes  of 
the  State  of  Maryland,  and  turns,  in  the  main,  doubtless  upon  prin- 
ciples of  law  as  familiar  to  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  State 
of  Virginia  as  to  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 
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April  3,  1919. 

Public  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md, 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  2nd  instant,  together 
with  the  letter  dated  the  28th  ultimo  from  James  B.  Walker,  the 
Secretary  of  the  National  Association  of  Railway  and  Utilities  Com- 
missions. The  following  statutory  provisions  are  in  force  in  this  State: 
By  Section  280  of  Article  23  of  the  Public  General  Laws  of  Maryland 
(Bagby's  Annotated  Code)  it  is  provided  that  every  railroad  company 
organized  under  that  article  shall  be  required  to  erect,  at  all  points 
where  its  road  shall  cross  any  public  road,  at  a  sufficient  elevation 
from  such  public  road  to  admit  of  the  free  passage  of  vehicles  of 
every  kind,  a  sign  with  large  and  distinct  letters  placed  thereon  to 
give  notice  of  the  proximity  of  the  railroad,  and  warn  persons  of  the 
necessity  of  looking  out  for  the  cars;  and  that  any  company  neglect- 
ing and  refusing  to  erect  such  sigrn  shall  be  liable  to  damages  for  all 
injuries  occurring  to  persons  or  property  from  such  neglect  and 
refusal. 

By  Section  303  of  the  same  Article,  it  is  further  provided  that 
whenever  the  several  railroads  of  Maryland  operated  by  steam  shall 
cross  any  public  highway  at  grade  outside  the  corporate  limits  of 
cities,  and  any  such  highways  shall  be  believed  to  be  of  such  a  char- 
acter as  to  render  the  passage  of  locomotives  and  trains  thereon 
dangerous  to  life  and  property,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  county  in  which  such  point  of  crossing  shall  be  located, 
after  accprding  the  hearing  prescribed  by  the  same  section,  in  case 
they  shall  determine  that  such  protection  is  necessary,  to  notify  the 
railroad  company  through  its  superintendent  or  ticket  agent  in  such 
county  that  within  60  days  thereafter  said  railroad  company  shall 
either  place  a  flagman  at  said  crossing,  whose  duty  it  shall  be  to  give 
timely  notice  to  all  persons  using  said  crossing  of  the  approach  of 
locomotives  or  trains,  or  a  system  of  electric  alarm  bells  to  give  such 
notice  at  the  approach  of  trains,  or  shall  erect  safety  gates  at  said 
crossing  which  shall  be  closed  not  less  than  one-half  minute  before 
the  passage  and  during  the  passage  of  every  railroad  train  or  loco- 
motive across  the  highway;  or  shall  change  the  said  grade  crossing 
so.  as  to  pass  said  highway  with  an  under  or  over-grade  crossing, 
in  which  case  neither  a  flagman  nor  safety  gate  shall  be  required. 

By  Section  304  of  the  same  Article,  it  is  provided  that  if  any  rail- 
road company  shall  neglect  or  refuse  to  comply  with  the  requirements 
of  the  said  County  Commissioners  as  provided  for  by  Section  303, 
said  railroad  company  shall  be  liable  to  a  fine  of  $25.00  per  day  for 
eacK  and  every  day  it  shall  neglect  or  refuse  so  to  do. 
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By  Section  314  of  the  same  Article,  every  Maryland  railroad  com- 
pany is  empowered  to  provide  at  its  own  cost  and  expense  that  a 
public  highway  which  makes  a  dangerous  crossing,  in  its  judgment, 
shall  be  carried  across  its  tracks,  either  overhead  by  a  bridge,  or 
under  by  a  tunnel. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


(385) 

April  11,  1919. 
Public  Service  Commiaeitmf 

Munaey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen : 

I  reply  to  your  communication  of  the  9th  inst.,  which  was  accom- 
panied by  a  copy  of  a  letter  from  Edgrar  P.  Wine,  of  Waynesboro, 
Pa.,  to  you,  dated  the  7th  inst.,  in  which  the  writer  inquires  of  the 
Commission  what  he  should  do  to  authorize  him  to  operate  ''a  motor 
truck  service  between  Waynesboro,  Pa.,  and  Hagerstown,  Md.,  for  the 
purpose  of  hauling  express,  freight  and  produce  between  these  points, 
and  also  collecting  and  delivering  the  same  at  the  villages  and  farms 
along  the  route." 

By  Section  1  of  Chapter  304  of  the  Acts  of  the  (xeneral  Assembly 
of  Maryland  for  the  year  1918,  it  is  provided  as  follows: 

"It  shall  be  the  duty  of  each  owner  of  a  motor  vehicle  to 
be  used  in  the  public  transportation  of  merchandise  or  freight, 
operating  over  State,  State  Aid,  improved  County  roads,  and 
streets  and  roads  of  incorporated  towns  and  cities  in  the 
State  of  Maryland,  to  secure  a  permit  from  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  Maryland  to  operate  over  said  roads  and 
streets,  and  present  same  to  the  Motor  Vehicle  Commissioner 
annually  at  the  time  and  according  to  the  method  and  provi- 
sions prescribed  by  law  for  owners  of  all  other  motor  vehicles, 
to  make  an  application  in  writing  for  registration  with  the 
Commissioner  of  Motor  Vehicles,  and  to  state  in  said  applica- 
tion besides  the  other  matters  by  law  provided,  the  carrying 
capacity  as  given  by  the  manufacturer  of  such  motor  vehicles, 
the  route  on  which  said  motor  vehicle  is  to  be  used,  whether 
reserve  or  substitute  cars  are  maintained  by  the  applicant  to 
be  used  only  in  emergencies,  and  if  so,  the  number  of  such 
reserve  and  substitute  cars  and  a  complete  description  of 
each,  and  when  in  use  same  to  be  designated  by  a  special 
marker  to  be  furnished  by  the  Commissioner  of  Motor  Ve- 
hicles, the  length  of  the  route  in  miles  on  State,  State  Aid, 
improved  County  roads,  and  streets  and  roads  of  incorporated 
towns  and  cities  under  which  it  shall  operate  during  the 
ensuing  year." 
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These  provisions  are  followed  in  the  same  section  by  other  provi- 
sions classifying  motor  vehicles  according  to  tonnage  weight,  and  pre- 
scribing the  license  fee  based  upon  a  charge  of  one-fifth  cent  or  more 
for  each  ton  mile,  according  to  the  class  of  motor  vehicle  to  which 
the  particular  motor  vehicle  belongs  multiplied  by  the  total  number 
of  miles  that  the  applicant  shows  will  be  traveled  by  such  motor 
vehicle  over  State,  State  Aid,  improved  County  roads,  and  streets 
and  roads  of  incorporated  towns  and  cities  in  the  State  of  Maryland 
during  the  year  for  which  the  certificate  is  issued. 

For  the  other  steps  necessary  to  qualify  foreign  corporations  gener- 
ally to  do  business  of  any  kind  in  this  State,  I  respectfully  refer 
Mr.  Wine  to  the  Secretary  of  State  at  Annapolis. 

The  drift  of  some  of  Mr.  Wine's  inquiries  are  quite  obscure,  and 
I  am  at  a  loss  to  know  therefore  just  how  to  answer  them.  As  I  do 
not  know  whether  he  has  yet  taken  out  a  charter,  either  in  Penn- 
sylvania or  Maryland,  to  operate  the  proposed  motor  truck  service, 
and,  if  he  has,  what  its  contents  are,  I  cannot  well  tell  him  what  such 
a  charter  as  he  speaks  of  would  permit  hinf  to  do  in  this  State.  As 
to  what  he  should  do  to  take  out  a  charter  in  this  State,  if  he  has 
not  already  taken  one  out  in  either  Pennsylvania  or  Maryland,  and 
it  is  his  intention  to  take  one  out,  he  should  consult  some  lawyer. 
Corporate  charters  are  not  lodged,  under  the  Laws  of  Maryland, 
with  the  Public  Service  Commission. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


(386) 
Jurisdiction  of 


I 


April  21,  1919. 
The  Commission  Over  the  C.  &  P.  Tei.. 

Co.,  While  Under  Federal  Control. 

Public  Service  Cammission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  16th  inst.  asking  me 
whether  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Company  can  lawfully 
increase  its  rates  within  the  State  of  Maryland,  as  it  proposes  to  do, 
without  the  consent  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland; 
and  also,  if  it  can,  whether  these  increased  rates  would  automatically 
cease  and  be  succeeded  by  those  heretofore  established  by  the  Commis- 
sion, upon  the  termination  of  the  present  Federal  control  of  the  tel- 
ephone lines  of  the  United  States. 
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This  control  originated  in  the  Joint  Resolution  adopted  by  Con- 
gress on  July  16,  1918,  which  reads  as  follows: 

''Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  That 
the  President  during  the  continuance  of  the  present  war  is 
authorized  and  empowered,  whenever  he  shall  deem  it  neces- 
sary for  the  national  security  or  defense,  to  supervise  or  to 
take  possession  and  assume  control  of  any  telegraph,  tel- 
ephone, marine  cable,  or  radio  system  or  systems,  or  any  part 
thereof,  and  to  operate  the  same  in  such  manner  as  may  be 
needful  or  desirable  for  the  duration  of  the  war,  which  super- 
vision, possession,  control  or  operation  shall  not  extend  besrond 
the  date  of  the  proclamation  by  the  President  of  the  exchange 
of  ratifications  of  the  treaty  of  peace:  Provided,  that  just 
compensation  shall  be  made  for  such  supervision,  possession, 
control,  or  operation,  to  be  determined  by  the  President;  and 
if  the  amount  thereof,  so  determined  by  the  President,  is  un- 
satisfactory to  the  person  entitled  to  receive  the  same,  such 
person  shall  be  paid  seventy-five  per  centum  of  the  amount  so 
determined  by  the  President  and  shall  be  entitled  to  sue  the 
United  States  to  recover  such  further  sum  as,  added  to  said 
seventy-five  per  centum,  will  make  up  such  amount  as  will  be 
just  compensation  therefor,  in  the  manner  provided  for  by 
section  twenty-four,  paragraph  twenty,  and  section  one 
hiihdred  and  forty-five  of  the  Judicial  Code:  Provided 
further.  That  nothing  in  this  Act  shall  be  construed  to 
amend,  repeal,  impair,  or  afl'ect  existing  laws  or  powers  of 
the  States  in  relation  to  taxation  or  the  lawful  police  regula- 
tions of  the  several  States,  except  wherein  such  laws,  powers, 
or  regulations  may  affect  the  transmission  of  Government 
communications,  or  the  issue  of  stocks  and  bonds  by  such 
system  or  systems." 

The  power  conferred  by  this  Resolution  upon  the  President  was 
exercised  by  an  Executive  Proclamation  on  July  22,  1918,  whereby 
he  announced  that  he  did  thereby  take  possession  and  assume  control 
and  supervision  of  each  and  every  telegraph  and  telephone  system, 
and  every  part  thereof  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States, 
including  all  equipment  thereof,  and  appurtenances  thereto,  what- 
soever, and  all  materials  and  supplies;  and  whereby  he  directed  that 
ttie  supervision,  possession,  control  and  operation  of  such  telegraph 
and  telephone  systems  thus  undertaken  should  be  exercised  by  and 
through  the  Postmaster  General,  Albert  S.  Burleson,  who  might  per- 
form the  duties  so  imposed  upon  him  so  long  as,  and  to  such  extent, 
and  in  such  manner,  as  he  should  determine,  through  the  owners, 
managers,  boards  of  directors,  receivers,  officers  and  employees  of 
said  telegraph  and  telephone  systems;  and  that  until,  and  except  so 
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far  as,  said  Postmaster  General  should  from  time  to  time  by  general 
or  special  orders  otherwise  provide,  the  owners,  managers,  boards  of 
directors,  receivers,  officers  and  employees  of  the  various  telegraph 
and  telephone  systems  should  continue  the  operation  thereof  in  the 
usual  and  ordinary  course  of  the  business  of  said  systems,  in  the 
names  of  their  resi)ective  companies,  associations,  organizations,  own- 
ers or  managers  as  the  case  might  be.  And  the  Proclamation  of  the 
President  further  declared  that  from  and  after  12  o'clock  midnight 
on  July  31,  1918,  all  the  telegraph  and  telephone  systems  included 
in  it  should  conclusively  be  deemed  within  the  possession  and  control 
and  under  the  supervision  of  the  Postmaster  General  without  further 
act  or  notice. 

And  on  August  1, 1918,  this  Proclamation  was  followed  by  a  bulletin 
in  which  the  Postmaster  General  declared  that,  pursuant  to  the 
Proclamation,  he  had  assumed  possession,  control  and  supervision  of 
the  telegraph  and  telephone  systems  of  the  United  States,  and  that 
until  further  notice  the  telegraph  and  telephone  systems  taken  over 
by  him  should  continue  operation  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business 
through  regular  channels;  that  regular  dividends  theretofore  declared 
and  maturing,  and  interest  on  bonds,  debentures  and  othel:  obligations 
might  be  paid  in  due  course,  and  that  the  telephone  companies  might 
renew  or  extend  their  maturing  obligations,  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Postmaster  General;  and  that  all  officers,  operators  and  em- 
ployees of  these  companies  should  continue  in  the  performance  of  their 
existing  duties;  reporting  to  the  same  officers  as  theretofore,  and  on 
the  same  terms  of  employment.  Thus,  agreeably  with  the  Joint 
Resolution  of  Congress,  and  the  Proclamation  of  the  President,  the 
Postmaster  General  did  actually  seize  the  telegraph  and  telephone 
systems  of  the  United  States;  and,  in  the  management  of  the  lines 
of  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  has  now  approved  the 
proposed  increase  of  rates  by  it,  above  mentioned,  which  is  to  become 
effective  May  Ist,  1919. 

In  my  opinion,  the  adoption  of  the  Joint  Resolution  of  July  16,  1918, 
by  Congress  was  in  every  respect  a  valid  exercise  of  constitutional 
power. 

By  Section  8  of  Article  1  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  the  authority 
to  declare  war,  and,  subject  to  a  few  minor  reservations,  all  leg^is- 
lative  authority  to  provide  for  its  effective  prosecution  are  committed 
to  Congress.  By  Section  2  of  Article  2  of  the  same  Constitution,  it 
is  declared  that  the  President  shall  be  the  Commander-in-chief  of  the 
Army  and  Navy  of  the  United  States  and  of  the  militia  of  the  several 
States,  when  called  into  the  actual  service  of  the  United  States.  By 
Section  8  of  Article  2,  it  is  also  provided  that  Congress  shall  have 
the  power  to  make  all  laws  which  shall  be  necessary  and  proper  for 
carrying  into  execution  the  several  powers  conferred  upon  it  by  that 
Section;  and  by  Article  6  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  it  is  declared 
that  the  Constitution  and  the  Laws  of  the  United  States,  which  shall 
be  made  in  pursuance  thereof,  and  all  treaties  made,  or  which  shall 
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be  made  under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  shall  be  the  supreme 
law  of  the  land.  When  the  telephone  lines  of  the  country  were  seized 
by  the  Postihaster  General  war  between  the  United  States  and  Ger- 
many was  flagrant,  and  I  entertain  no  doubt  that  the  control  and 
operation  of  the  telephone  lines  of  the  United  States,  interstate  and 
intrastate,  in  time  of  war  fall  within  the  purview  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Federal  Constitution,  which  clothe  Congress  with  plenary  authority 
to  do  whatever  may  be  necessary  to  be  done  to  secure  military  victory, 
or  to  avert  military  disaster  when  the  honor,  the  permanent  welfare, 
or  even  the  life  of  the  nation  is  at  stake.  Nor  can  I  doubt  that  few 
things  may  be  more  essential  to  the  successful  prosecution  of  modem 
warfare  by  a  people  than  the  complete  dominion  of  its  agents  over 
all  private  telephonic  and  telegraphic  channels  of  communication, 
whether  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  domestic  disaffection  in  check, 
accelerating  the  transportation  of  soldiers  or  military  supplies,  or 
keeping  the  Government  in  sensitive  touch  with  the  movement  of  its 
own  armies  and  fleets  and  of  those  of  its  enemies.  Whatever  may  be 
the  extent  of  the  i)ecuniary  waste  or  general  inefficiency  produced 
by  the  governmental  control  of  telephonic  and  telegraphic  lines  of 
communication  under  normal  conditions,  Cong^ress  might  well  deem 
it  fully  compensated  for  in  time  of  war  by  the  enhanced  facility  and 
secrecy  of  communication  which  result,  so  far  as  the  Government 
is  concerned,  from  the  unity  of  administration  and  exemption  from 
the  ordinary  responsibilities  of  management  that  attend  the  control 
of  a  public  utility  by  the  Government.  Nor,  as  I  see  it,  can  it  be 
justly  contended  that  the  Joint  Resolution  of  July  16,  1918,  involved 
any  undue  delegation  by  Congress  to  the  President  of  its  own  constitu- 
tional authority.  There  is  no  legal  objection  to  the  delegation  by  the 
legislature  to  a  subordinate  agency  of  a  part  of  its  own  powers, 
provided  the  grant  is  made  subject  to  some  fixed  or  definite  legislative 
standard,  in  accordance  with  which  the  discretion  reposed  must  be 
exercised.  Such  a  standard,  it  seems  to  me,  is  to  be  found  in  the  very 
nature,  if  not  in  the  express  terms  of  the  Joint  Resolution  itself,  when 
properly  construed  in  the  light  of  the  exigencies  which  evoked  it  and 
were  to  surround  its  execution.  So  construed  it  is  tantamount  to  an 
express  statement  by  Congress  that  in  its  judgment  the  emergencies  of 
the  pending  war  were  such  that  at  any  time  between  the  date  of  the 
adoption  of  the  Resolution  and  the  date  of  the  Proclamation  by  the 
President  of  the  exchange  of  ratifications  of  the  treaty  of  peace  it 
would  be  such  a  reasonable  and  proper  thing  for  the  President,  for 
the  sake  of  the  national  security  or  defense,  to  take  over  any  tel- 
ephone line,  interstate  or  intrastate,  and  to  operate  the  same  in  such 
manner  as  might  be  needful  or  desirable  for  the  duration  of  the  war 
that  he  might  do  so  whenever  he  might  deem  it  necessary  to  do  so. 
Therefore  it  cannot  be  justly  said,  under  the  circumstances,  it  appears 
to  me,  that  the  power  given  to  the  President  by  the  Resolution  to 
seize  the  telephone  lines  of  the  country  was  left  wholly  to  the  personal 
discretion  of  the  President,  without  any  standard  for  his  guidance  in 
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its  exercise  beyond  what  might  be  suggested  by  the  arbitrary  or 
capricious  impulses  of  his  own  will.  But  even  if  this  were  not  so, 
a  limitation  upon  the  exercise  of  his  discretion  could  well  be  implied 
from  the  powers  with  which  the  Chief  Executive  of  the  United  States 
is  invested  by  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Constitution.  By  that 
Constitution^  he  is  made  the  Commander-in-chief  of  the  Army  and 
Navy  of  the  United  States  and  the  militia  of  the  several  States  when 
called  into  the  actual  service  of  the  United  States,  and  there  is  no 
reason  to  think  that  the  powers  gn^anted  by  the  Resolution  to  the 
President  were  granted  to  him  otherwise  than  as  such.  They  are 
exercisable,  in  consequence,  by  him  in  that  capacity  only,  and  are 
subject  to  every  defect  or  qualification  of  authority  that  belongs  to 
him  in  that  capacity.  As  Commander-in-chief  n  of  the  army  and  navy 
he  would  have  no  right  to  seize  the  telephone  lines  of  the  country 
except  for  some  purxrase  directly  or  reasonably  tributary  to  the 
success  of  our  arms;  and  that  Congress  might  justly  believe  that  its 
war  powers  might,  through  the  agency  of  the  President,  be  wisely 
and  effectively  applied  to  such  purposes  is,  I  think,  too  plain  for 
further  discussion. 

This  view  is  in  accord  with  the  opinion  rendered  on  June  10,  1919, 
by  Judge  Chatlield  of  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States  for 
the  Southern  District  of  New  York,  in  the  cases  of  the  Commercial 
Cable  Co.  and  Conunercial  Pacific  Cable  Co.,  resi>ectively,  vs.  Albert 
S.  Burleson  et  al.,  now  pending  on  appeal  in  the  Supreme  Court  Of 
the  United  States.  The  Joint  Resolution  of  July  16,  1918,  Judge 
Chatfield  held,  simply  placed  in  the  President's  hands  as  Chief  Exec- 
utive and  the  head  of  the  army  and  navy  an  instrumentality  essen- 
tial both  for  military  and  naval  operations,  and  the  negotiation  of 
peace. 

I  am  also  of  the  opinion  that  the  control  of  the  telephone  lines  of 
the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  by  the  Government  did  not 
end  with  the  armistice  reached  by  the  United  States  and  its  allies 
with  Germany,  on  November  11,  1918.  Whatever  may  have  been  the 
actual  sequels,  that  pact,  considered  as  a  convention,  was  an  armistice 
merely,  and  as  such  was  intended  to  work  only  a  suspension  of  hostil- 
ities and  not  to  bring  the  war  to  an  unconditional  end.  To  go  no 
further,  the  fact  that  it  is  not  deemed  even  by  the  United  States  to 
have  finally  terminated  the  war  and  to  have  established  a  status  of 
real  peace  between  the  warring  parties  to  it  is  abundantly  demon- 
strated by  the  circumstance  that  the  condition  of  Europe  is  still  so 
unsettled  and  the  possibility  of  war  being  resumed  between  Grermany 
and  the  United  States  so  credible  that  the  United  States  still  deems 
it  necessary  to  maintain  a  force  of  a  million  and  a  half  of  soldiers  in 
France  and  Germany. 

Assuming  that  there  was  a  distinct  military  advantage  to  be  secured 
by  the  United  States  in  taking  over  the  control  of  the  telephone  lines 
of  the  country,  (and  it  is  enough  to  say  that  Congress  thought  there 
was),  it  would  certainly  seem  unduly  precipitate  for  it  to  surrender 
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this  control  now  and  to  hazard  the  necessity  of  another  seizure  of 
the  lines  and  a  fresh  reorganization  of  the  control,  in  advance  of  any- 
thing  short  of  the  complete  and  final  consummation  of  peace;  especially 
as  this  welcome  event  would  appear  to  be  very  close  at  hand. 

In  view  of  these  considerations,  it  is  hardly  material  for  me  to 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  by  its  express  terms  the  Joint  Resolu- 
tion of  Congress  did  not  limit  the  control  that  might  be  taken  by  the 
Government  of  the  telephone  lines  of  the  country  to  the  declaration 
of  an  armistice,  but  to  "the  date  of  the  proclamation  by  the  President 
of  the  exchange  of  ratifications  of  the  treaty  of  peace."  The  convic- 
tion I  have  formed  as  to  the  effect  of  the  armistice  of  November  11, 
1918,  likewise  coincides  with  the  opinion  of  Judge  Chatfield  in  the 
cases  which  I  have  just  cited. 

In  the  recent  case  of  the  Commonwealth  of  Pennsylvania  ex  rel, 
Schaffer,  Attorney  General,  V6.  The  Bell  Telephone  Co.  of  Penna., 
decided  on  April  2,  1919,  it  was  held  by  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
of  Dauphin  County,  Pa.,  sitting  in  equity,  that  an  increase  of  tel- 
ephone rates  without  the  approval  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
of  Pennsylvania  was  an  unwarranted  interference  with  the  police 
powers  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  because  the  Joint  Resolution 
of  Congress  of  July  16,  1918,  expressly  provided  that  nothing  therein 
should  be  construed  to  amend,  repeal,  impair  or  affect  the  existing 
laws  or  powers  of  the  States  in  relation  to  the  lawful  police  regula- 
tions of  the  several  States,  except  wherein  such  laws,  powers  or  regu- 
lations might  affect  the  transmission  of  Government  communications, 
or  the  issue  of  stocks  and  bonds  by  telephone  systems.  The  same  con- 
clusion had  been  previously  reached  on  January  31,  1919,  by  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Massachusetts  in  Re  New  England 
Telephone  and  Telegnraph  Co.  et  aly  (Public  Utility  Reports  Annotated, 
issue  of  March  27,  1919), — &  case  which  involved  an  increase  in  tel- 
ephone rates  ordered  by  the  Postmaster  General  of  the  United  States. 
But  I  cannot  concur  with  this  construction  of  the  Joint  Resolution  of 
Congress.  It  is  manifest  that  the  Resolution,  the  Proclamation  of 
the  President  and  the  Bulletin  of  the  Postmaster  General,  to  which  I 
have  referred,  contemplated  complete  and  unqualified  control  by  the 
Government  of  the  telephone  lines,  interstate  and  intrastate,  of  the 
United  States,  and  I  am  slow  to  believe  that  with  such  a  sweeping 
intent  as  this  Congress  could  have  intended  to  withhold  from  the 
Government  the  most  essential  of  all  the  powers  necessary  to  the 
unified  control  and  operation  which  it  had  in  mind — ^that  is  to  say, 
the  power  to  fix  telephone  rates.  The  lawful  police  regulations  of  the 
several  States  spoken  of  in  the  Joint  Resolution  are,  in  my  opinion, 
merely  such  lawful  police  regulations  relating  to  telephone  and  tel- 
egraph companies  as  are  police  reg^ilations  in  the  narrower  sense — 
that  is  to  say,  police  regulations  of  a  criminal  or  penal  character, 
such  as  are  called  for  by  the  graver  abuses  attendant  upon  the 
operations  of  public  utilities.  This  belief  is  strengthened  by  the 
fact  that  Congress  adopted  exactly  the  same  saving  clause  in  its 
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Act  of  March  21,  1918,  providing  for  Government  control  during  the 
war  of  common  carriers;  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  by  this  Act 
it  expressly  conferred  upon  the  President  the  power  to  initiate  rates, 
fares,  charges,  classifications,  regulations  and  practices  of  common 
carriers  by  filing  the  same  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 
(See  Barnes  Federal  Code  1919,  Sections  10170  and  10163.)  It  is 
perfectly  true  that,  in  the  broader  sense.  State  regulations  in  relation 
to  transportation  or  telephone  rates  may  be  termed  police  regulations, 
but  such  reg^ulations  do  not,  in  my  judgment,  fall  within  the  class 
of  police  regrulations  contemplated  by  the  Joint  Resolution  of  Congress 
of  Ju\y  16,  1918.  The  language  in  that  Resolution  which  excepts  from 
the  saving  clause  relating  to  the  lawful  police  regulations  of  the 
several  States  such  police  regulations  as  might  affect  the  transmis- 
sion of  Government  communications,  or  the  issue  of  stocks  and  bonds 
by  telephone  systems,  was  used  simply  out  of  an  abundance  of  caution 
by  Congress  to  exempt  the  Government  even  from  police  regulations 
of  the  States,  in  the  more  limited  sense,  that  might  tend  to  unduly 
hamper  it  in  expediting  its  own  messages,  or  issuing  stocks  and  bonds 
for  telephone  purposes.  For  illustration,  there  are  many  statutory 
provisions  of  a  penal  or  perhaps  even  criminal  nature  enacted  by  the 
different  States  of  the  Union  in  connection  with  stock  or  bond  issues 
or  railroad  combinations  which  the  Government  might  think  too  con- 
strictive of  its  freedom  in  time  of  war. 

In  my  judgment.  Government  control  of  intrastate  telephone  opera- 
tions, including  the  establishment  of  rates,  will  come  to  an  end  when 
the  President  proclaims  the  exchange  of  the  ratifications  of  the  treaty 
of  peace,  as  forecast  by  the  Joint  Resolution  of  Congress.  But  I  do 
not  think  that  such  telephone  rates  of  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac 
Telephone  Co.  as  shall  then  be  in  force  will  automatically  come  to 
an  end  along  with  that  control.  In  other  words,  the  control  will 
cease,  but  not  the  existing  consequences  of  this  control  resulting 
from  its  past  exercise.  Any '  other  conclusion  would  lead  to  the 
conclusion  that  everything  which  is  actually  done  by  Congress,  or  its 
delegated  agents  in  the  exercise  of  authority,  justifiable  only  on  the 
ground  of  military  exigency,  passes  away  with  the  passing  of  the 
crisis  or  emergency  that  brought  it  about,  and  that  whether  the  thing 
so  done  was  the  emancipation  of  a  race,  the  acquisition  of  foreign 
territory,  or  the  establishment  of  a  telephone  rate.  When,  under  the 
stress  of  war,  the  power  of  the  States  to  regulate  telephone  rates  is 
completely  displaced  by  Federal  authority,  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Federal  Constitution,  what  is  done  by  Federal  authority  during 
the  period  of  displacement  is  not  done  temporarily  or  provisionally, 
unless  so  done  with  that  express  intent,  properly  manifested,  but  is 
done  as  amply  and  unconditionally  as  if  done  by  the  superseded  State 
authority  itself.  With  the  cessation  of  Government  control  of  the 
telephone,  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Mary- 
land over  the  rates  of  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  will 
.revive,  just  as  a  State  insolvent  system  revives  with  the  repeal  of  a 
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Federal  Bankrupt  Law.  (Butler  vs.  Goreley,  146  U.  S.  303-314.) 
But  this  will  not  be  true  of  the  rates  of  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac 
Telephone  Co.  established  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Mary- 
land before  the  adoption  of  the  Joint  Resolution  of  Congress  of  July 
16,  1918.  To  the  extent  that  they  conflict  vdth  the  rates  about  to 
be  put  in  force  by  the  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  they  will 
be  wholly  supplanted  by  those  rates,  and  the  substitution  thus  operated 
will  continue  until  peace  is  proclaimed  by  the  President  and  the  Public 
Service  Commission  of  Maryland,  on  the  complaint  of  the  citizen 
or  of  its  own  motion,  prescribes  other  rates  for  the  Telephone  Co. 

How  far  the  continued  control  of  the  telephone  lines  of  the  country 
by  the  Government  is  expedient,  in  the  light  of  its  past  results  or  of 
existing  conditions,  is  a  matter,  of  course,  as  to  which  I  might  well 
have  my  own  opinion  as  a  citizen;  but  I  have  no  right,  I  hardly  need 
say,  to  approach  the  questions  you  have  submitted  to  me  except  as 
your  legal  adviser,  charged  with  the  duty  of  frankly  and  fearlessly 
stating  my  conclusions  on  the  legal  points  involved  in  them,  however 
repugnant  these  conclusions  may  be  to  my  own  ideas  of  public  policy 
or  public  necessity. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


(387) 

Jurisdiction  of  I  April  25,  1919. 

Commission  in  a  Demurrage  Controversy.  J  Case  No.  1640 

Public  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Buildvngf  Baltimore,  Md. 


Crentlemen : 

I  have  examined,  at  your  request,  the  papers,  including  the  testi- 
mony, in  the  matter  of  the  complaint  of  R.  E.  Duvall  &  Co.  vs.  The 
Hagerstown  &  Frederick  Railway  Co.,  Case  No.  1640,  and,  so  far  as 
I  can  see,  the  controversy  involved  therein  is  merely  a  judicial  contro- 
versy, and  therefore  not  one  cognizable  by  the  Commission. 

The  demand  for  the  refund  of  demurrage  in  this  case  originated  in 
the  fact  that  the  goods  affected  by  the  claim  for  demurragre  wBre 
erroneously  billed  to  the  United  States  Railway  and  Electric  Co.  at 
Carroll  Switch,  Baltimore  Md.,  instead  of  to  the  United  Railways  and 
Electric  Co.,  and  to  the  further  fact  that  a  war  embargo  permit  was 
not  necessary  at  the  time  for  a  shipment  to  the  National  Government 
or  one  of  its  agrents,  but  was  necessary  for  a  shipment  to  a  private 
company.  Because  of  the  misnomer  of  the  consignee,  and  the  failure 
to  obtain  a  permit  for  the  shipment  before  it  was  made,  the  goods 
were  suspended  so  long  in  transitu  as  to  become  subject  to  a  large 
amount  of  demurrage.     The  consignee  claims  that  the  carrier  is 
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responsible  for  the  misnomer,  and  the  delay  occasioned  by  the  lack 
-of  the  i)ermit,  and  the  converse  of  this  claim  is  made  by  the  carrier. 
So  far  as  I  can  see,  it  is  not  alleged  by  the  consign^ee  that  the  order 
of  the  Commission  of  July  17,  1913,  in  the  matter  of  demurrage  on 
cars  of  railroad  companies  in  Maryland  in  relation  to  free  time,  has 
been  violated,  or  that  the  carrier,  assuming  that  it  is  not  responsible 
for  the  delay  in  the  delivery  of  the  goods,  has  charged  the  consignee 
at  a  rate  in  excess  of  its  just  demurrage  charges.  It  is  only  where 
a  carrier  has  charg^ed  demurrage  in  violation  of  some  order  of  the 
Commission,  or  of  its  own  published  tariff,  that  the  Commission  has 
the  right  to  sue  out  an  injunction  against  the  carrier,  or  to  bring 
a  penal  action  against  it,  or  to  have  its  agents  arrested  as  for  a  mis- 
demeanor, or  to  pursue  such  other  particular  mode  of  redress  as  may 
be  allowed  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  or  the  General 
Laws  of  the  State  of  Maryland.  Where  a  claim  for  reparation  is 
based  upon  conflicting  testimony  and  resolves  itself,  as  the  present 
tloes,  merely  into  a  claim  for  money  had  and  received,  the  proper 
jforum  for  redress  is  not  the  Commission  but  a  court  of  common  law. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


(388) 
Electric  Rates: 


April  25,  1919. 


Right  of  the  Commission  to  Fix  Same  for 
Sale  of  in  Virginia. 

Pitblic  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  25th  inst.,  which  was 
accompanied  by  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Lovettsville  Light- 
ing Co.,  a  Virginia  corporation,  in  which  he  asks  the  Commission 
whether  the  Commission  has  the  power  to  establish  rates  for  electric 
current  generated  by  the  Harpers  Ferry  Electric  &  Power  Co.,  a 
West  Virgfinia  corporation,  in  West  Virginia,  and  conducted  by  its 
transmission  lines  through  the  State  of  Maryland,  via  Weverton  and 
Brunswick,  to  a  point  on  the  boundary  line  between  the  State  of 
Maryland  and  the  State  of  Virginia,  and  there  delivered  to  the  Lovetts- 
ville Lighting  Co.  for  distribution  in  Virginia. 

I  answer  no.  As  respects  the  State  of  Maryland,  the  current  ilis- 
isributed  in  Virginia  never  loses  its  character  as  an  interstate  com- 
jnodity. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


888  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

(389) 

Jurisdiction  of 

May  19,  1919. 
Commission  in  Matter  of  Taxicabs. 

Public  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md, 

Grentlemen : 

I  acknowledge  the  receipt  of  the  letter,  dated  the  13th  inst.,  from 
Whiting  &  Eppler,  attorneys  at  law,  of  Cumberland,  Md.,  to  you, 
which  was  left  at  my  office  by  two  members  of  the  Commission  on 
Saturday  last.  The  letter,  in  effect,  asks  you  whether  the  Commission 
has  jurisdiction  and  authority  to  prescribe  rates  for  taxicabs  operated 
in  the  City  of  Cumberland. 

In  my  opinion,  the  Commission  has,  in  view  of  the  provisions  of 
Section  1^  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  which  were  enacted 
by  Chapter  446  of  the  Acts  of  1914,  and  declare  that  the  term  ''com- 
mon  carrier"  when  used  in  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  shall 
likewise  include  all  automobile  transportation  companies  and  all 
persons,  or  associations  of  persons,  whether  incorporated  or  not, 
operating  automobiles  or  motor  cars  or  motor  vehicles  for  public  use 
in  the  conveyance  of  persons  or  property  within  the  State  of  Mary- 
land. The  term  "motor  vehicle"  would  certainly  seem  to  be  broad 
enough  to  include  taxicabs.  The  only  distinction  recognized  by  Sec- 
tion 1^,  in  my  judgment,  is  that  between  motor  vehicles  used  merely 
for  the  personal  convenience  of  the  owner  and  motor  vehicles  operated 
for  hire  for  the  use,  in  some  way,  of  the  public.  It  is  true  that  a 
taxicab  patron  usually  stipulates,  expressly  or  impliedly,  for  the 
exclusive  use  of  the  vehicle,  but,  as  the  use  on  these  terms  is  offered 
to  the  whole  traveling  public  indistingruishably,  a  taxicab  can,  I  think, 
be  aptly  and  properly  said,  within  the  meaning  of  Section  1%  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Law,  to  be  operated  "for  public  use  in 
the  conveyance  of  persons." 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

Greneral  Counsel. 
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(390) 


Jurisdiction  of 


June  18, 1919. 


The  Commission  Over  Controversy  Be- 
tween Land  Owner  and  R.  R.  Co.  as  to 
the  Location  of  a  Fence. 

Public  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  2nd  inst.,  which  was 
accompanied  by  a  letter  to  you,  dated  May  29,  1919,  from  William  S. 
Jones,  who  complains  that  the  tracks  of  the  Pennsylvania  R.  R.  Co. 
encroach  on  his  lot  to  such  ^n  extent  that  he  cannot  erect  a  fence 
on  one  of  the  lines  of  this  lot. 

The  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  entertain  actions  of  eject- 
ment or  trespass  quare  clausum  fregit,  and  Mr.  Jones  should  resort 
to  the  courts  for  redress. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


(391) 


Rules  of 


June  18, 1919. 


Pleading  Before  the  Commission  in  the 
Matter  of  the  Fawn  Light  &  Power 
Company. 

Public  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltim^yre,  Md. 

Crentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  letter  of  the  17th  inst.,  accompanied  by  a 
letter  to  you  dated  the  16th  inst.,  from  Thomas  Mackenzie,  attorney 
at  law,  in  which  the  writer  asks  whether  the  Fawn  Grove  Light  & 
Power  Co.  and  certain  individuals,  who  obtained  from  the  Commission 
the  right  to  exercise  a  franchise  granted  to  them  by  the  County  C!om- 
missioners  of  Harford  County,  could  unite  in  a  common  petition, 
under  the  circumstances  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  letter,  for  an 
order  of  the  Commission  approving  the  assignment  by  the  petitioners 
of  their  respective  franchise  rights  to  the  Fawn  Light  &  Power  Co. 

As  the  Commission  is  not  bound  by  any  strict  rules  of  pleading,  I 
see  no  legal  objection  to  such  a  consolidated  petition. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


890  PuBUC  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

(892) 
Jurisdiction  of 

Commission  in  the  Matter  of  Co-opera-  ^^^^  ^^'  ^^^^' 

tive  Bus  Line. 

Publie  Service  Commtaaionf 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md, 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  18th  inst.,  asking  me 
to  answer  certain  questions  put  to  you  by  Henry  W.  Summer,  of 
FuUerton,  Md.,  in  his  letter  to  you,  dated  the  15th  inst.  I  answer  the 
<|uestions  seriatim: 

1.  In  my  opinion,  a  co-operative  bus  company  is  a  company  which 
maintains  its  service,  not  for  the  accommodation  of  the  public  at 
IfLTge,  but  merely  for  the  mutual  accommodation  of  its  own  share- 
holders or  members;  or  a  company  which  does  not  seek  to  obtain  from 
the  public  at  large  hire  sufficient  to'  enable  it  to  defray  its  running 
expenses,  including  depreciation  and  to  earn  a  net  profit  distributable 
in  the  form  of  dividends  to  its  share^holders  or  members,  but  which 
collects  from  its  own  share-holders  or  members,  in  the  form  of  fixed 
contributions  or  ordinary  fares,  in  return  for  the  service  it  renders 
them  an  aggregate  sum  sufficient  only  to  defray  its  expenses,  including 
depreciation. 

2.  In  my  opinion,  there  is  no  reason  why  the  passenger  privilege 
of  a  share-holder  or  member  should  not  include  his  wife  and  children. 

3.  In  my  opinion,  there  is  no  reason  why  the  passenger  privilege 
of  the  share-holder  or  member  should  not  include  his  guests,  if  bona 
fide  guests. 

4.  In  my  opinion,  there  is  no  reason  why  such  a  company  should  not 
prescribe  a  special  contribution  or  rate  for  children  of  share-holders 
or  members  en  route  to  or  from  school. 

5.  In  my  opinion,  if  the  operations  of  such  a  company  were  carried 
on  in  good  faith  it  could  have  no  motive  to  accumulate  a  surplus 
applicable  to  dividends  in  the  ordinary  sense.  Any  such  surplus 
-would  merely  represent  an  amount  contributed  by  the  share-holders 
or  members  in  the  form  of  fixed  contributions  or  fares  in  excess  of 
the  actual  expenses  of  the  company,  including  depreciation,  and  to 
distribute  it  in  the  form  of  dividends,  in  the  ordinary  sense,  would 
be  simply  taking  money  out  of  one  pocket  and  putting  it  in  another. 

6.  In  my  opinion,  such  a  company  can  be  either  an  incorporated  or 
unincorporated  company,  but  should   such   a  company,  if  unincor- 
porated,  not  be  evidenced  by  formal  articles  of  association,  duly  signed 
by  all  its  members  and  by  other  unmistakable  tokens  of  honesty  and 
4:ood  faith,  there  would  Be  substantial  grounds  for  suspecting  that 
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it  was  a  mere  colorable  device  for  the  purpose  of  defrauding  the 
State  of  its  just  revenue  and  circumventing  the  jurisdiction  and 
supervision  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland;  espe- 
cially would  this  be  true  were  it  to  undertake,  under  any  protect,  to 
distribute  as  dividends  any  real  or  pretended  surpluses. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


(898) 

In  the  Matter  of  ] 

I  July  81,  1919. 

Maryland  Intrastate  Telegraph  Rates.    J 

Public  Service  Commissian, 

Munaey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md, 

Gentlemen : 

Referring  to  the  application  of  the  Western  Union  Telegraph  Com- 
pany asking  you  for  leave  to  continue  the  Intrastate  Telegraph  Rates 
fixed  by  the  Postmaster  General,  pursuant  to  the  authority  conferred 
upon  him  by  the  Resolution  of  Congress  of  July  16,  1918,  I  beg  leave 
to  say  that,  in  my  opinion,  no  order  by  you,  or  waiver  of  the  thirty 
days'  notice  required  by  Sections  15  and  41  of  the  Public'  Service 
Commission  Law,  is  necessary  to  authorize  the  continuance  of  these 
rates.  All  that  the  Western  Union  Tele£n:>aph  Co.  has  to  do  is  to 
file  them  with  the  Commission,  whereupon  they  will  become  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  as  other  rates  are. 

It  is  true  that  it  is  provided  in  the  Act  of  Congress  passed  during 
the  present  month  that  the  toll  and  exchange  telephone  rates  fixed 
by  the  Postmaster  General  pursuant  to  the  Resolution  of  Congress  of 
July  18,  1918,  shall  continue  in  force  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  four 
months  after  July  31,  1919,  unless  sooner  modified  or  changed  by 
the  public  authorities.  State,  municipal,  or  otherwise.  But. this  Act 
does  not  contain  any  such  limitation  in  regard  to  telegraph  rates. 
Consequently,  in  harmony  with  the  opinion  which  I  rendered  you  on 
April  21,  1919,  touching  the  effect  of  the  above  mentioned  Resolution 
of  Congrress  on  Intrastate  Toll  and  Exchange  Telephone  Rates,  I  think 
that,  while  the  Act  of  Congress  just  mentioned  repeals  the  Resolution, 
it  does  not  annul  the  telegraph  rat^s  fixed  by  the  Postmaster  General 
thereunder.  They  have  simply  become  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  of  Maryland,  which  forbid  any 
rates  except  such  as  are  evidenced  by  tariff  schedules  filed  with  the 
Commission,  and  clothe  both  the  citizen  and  the  Commission  with  the 
right  to  attack  rates  believed  to  be  excessive. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


392  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

(394) 
Question  of 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  Over  Rates  of  «"  "^^^^  ^^'  ^®^^- 

C.  &  P.  Tel.  Co. 

Public  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  28th  inst.,  subn^itting 
to  me  an  application  of  the  C.  &  P.  Telephone  Co.  of  Baltimore  City 
to  you,  in  which  the  applicant  prays  that  it  may  be  permitted  to  tile 
certain  rates  with  the  Commission,  and,  pending  the  decision  of  the 
Commission  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  these  rates,  to  charge  and 
collect  the  rates  fixed  by  the  Postmaster  General  pursuant  to  the 
Resolution  of  Congnress  of  July  16,  1918. 

In  my  judgment,  your  permission  is  not  necessary  to  authorize  the 
■applicant  to  charge  and  collect  the  rates  last  mentioned  until  December 
1,  1919;  for,  by  a  recent  Act  of  Congress,  jmssed  on  the  11th  day  of 
the  present  month,  it  was  provided  that  the  existing  toll  and  exchange 
telephone  rates  established  or  approved  by  the  Postmaster  General 
on  or  prior  to  June  6,  1919,  pursuant  to  the  Resolution  of  Congress 
of  July  16,  1918,  should  continue  in  force  for  a  period  not  to  exceed 
four  months  after  the  Act  took  effect,  which,  by  its  terms,  was  July 
31,  1919.  To  lawfully  continue  its  existing  rates  until  December  1, 
1919,  all  that  the  applicant  has  to  do  is  to  file  with  the  Commission 
a  tariff  schedule  embodying  the  rates  now  being  charged  and  collected 
by  it,  in  conformity  with  Federal  authority. 

By  the  express  terms  of  the  Act  of  Congress  of  July  11,  1919,  these 
rates  may,  even  before  December  1,  1919,  be  modified  or  changed  by 
the  Commission;  and  after  December  1,  1919,  they  will  Expire  by 
limitation.  Thereupon  the  rates  of  the  C.  &  P.  Tel.  Co.  filed  with 
the  Commission,  and  in  force  at  the  time  that  the  Resolution  of  Con- 
grress  of  July  16,  1918,  was  adopted,  would  revive,  and  as  they  were 
established  by  the  Commission  in  a  controverted  case  would  remain 
in  force  until  modified  or  changed  by  the  Commission.  Seeing,  how- 
ever, that  the  rates  which  are  now  being  charged  by  the  C.  &  P.  Tel. 
Co.  of  Baltimore  City  pursuant  to  Federal  authority  are,  by  the 
express  terms  of  the  Act  of  Congress  of  July  11,  1919,  made  subject 
to  modification  or  change  by  the  Commission,  I  know  of  no  reason  why 
the  Commission  should  not,  even  before  December  1,  1919,  entertain 
jurisdiction  of  an  application  by  the  C.  &  P.  Telephone  Co.  of  Balti- 
more City  for  a  general  readjustment  of  its  rates. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 
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July  31,  1919. 


Right  of 

Town  to  Charge  Motor  Vehicle  Fees 
Other  Than  Those  Prescribed  by 
Statute. 

Public  Service  Commission, 

Munaey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen: 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  25th  inst.,  which  was 
accompanied  by  a  letter,  dated  the  24th  inst,  from  Benj.  B.  F.  Graves, 
Acting  Manager,  to  you,  asking  you  whether  the  Town  Council  of 
North  Beach,  in  Calvert  County,  is  lawfully  empowered  to  adopt  a 
license  ordinance  requiring  every  public  conveyance  carrying  pas- 
sengers or  freight,  as  a  regular  business,  within  the  corporate  limits 
of  North  Beach  to  pay  a  license  fee  of  $10.00,  in  addition  to  such  fee 
as  it  is  required  to  pay  for  the  purpose  of  registration  to  the  Com- 
missioner of  Motor  Vehicles.  I  assume,  as  I  think  I  can  safely  do,  that 
the  public  conveyances  mentioned  in  Mr.  Graves'  letter  are  altogether 
automobiles,  or  motor  cars,  or  motor  vehicles  within  the  purview  of 
Section  1%  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  as  amended  by 
the  Acts  of  1914,  Chapter  445. 

In  my  opinion,  the  Town  Council  of  North  Beach  has  no  lawful 
right  to  impose  such  a  license  fee.  It  is  provided  by  the  Public  General 
Laws  of  the  State,  (Section  133,  of  Art.  56,  of  the  Annotated  Code 
of  Maryland,  Vol.  4),  that  no  City,  County  or  other  municipal  sub- 
division of  the  State  shall  have  the  right  to  make  or  authorize  any 
local  ordinance  or  regrulation  which  shall  require  any  registration  or 
licensing  of  motor  vehicles  or  operators  thereof,  in  addition  to  the 
registration  and  licensing  prescribed  in  Article  56,  Sub-title  Motor 
Vehicles,  or  impose  upon  the  owner  or  operator  of  any  motor  vehicle 
any  tax,  registration  fee,  license  fee,  assessment  or  charge  of  any 
kind  for  the  use  of  a  motor  vehicle  upon  any  public  highway  or  high- 
ways of  Maryland. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


I 
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(396) 
Validity  of  ] 

Franchise  Rate  of  the  United  Railways  [  Angrust  2,  1919. 

&  Electric  Go.  J 

Public  Service  Commiseion, 

Muneey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md, 

Grentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  28th  inst.,  asking  me  to 
submit  an  opinion  to  you  covering  the  question  submitted  to  you  by 
Mr.  Yellott,  the  Special  Counsel  in  the  United.  Railways  &  Electric 
Co.  rate  investigation  case,  in  his  letter  to  you  of  the  25th  inst. 

The  inquiry  suggested  by  Mr.  Yellott  is  as  to  what  effect  should  be 
given  by  the  Commission  to  the  special  provisions  in  regard  to  rates 
contained  in  Ordinance  No.  44  of  the  Mayor  &  City  Coxmcil  of  Balti- 
more of  March  28, 1869 ;  and  in  Chapter  71  of  the  Acts  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  Maryland  for  the  year  1862  by  which  Ordinance  No.  44 
was  approved. 

The  ordinance  granted  to  the  original  promoters  of  the  Baltimore 
City  Passenger  Railway  Company,  the  successor  in  interest  of  these 
promoters,  and  one  of  the  corporate  entities  of  which  The  United 
Railways  &  Electric  Co.  of  Baltimore  is  the  consolidated  result,  cer- 
tain valuable  franchises  in  Charles,  Read  and  Calvert  Streets  and 
other  public  highways  in  the  City  of  Baltimore,  and  provided  that  the 
price  for  transporting  passengers  in  the  cars  which  were  to  be  operated 
over  the  streets  or  highways  in  which  the  franchises  were  to  be 
exercised  should,  for  transit  from  any  one  part  of  the  City  to  any 
other  on  the  lines  established  on  these  streets  or  highways,  not  exceed 
the  sum  of  5  cents  per  passenger.  Subsequently,  by  Chapter  71  of 
the  Acts  of  1862  all  the  rights  and  privileges  granted  by  Ordinance 
No.  44  were  conferred  upon  the  Baltimore  City  Passenger  Railway 
Co.,  save  where  the  provisions  of  the  Ordinance  were  inconsistent  with 
the  Act;  the  company  having,  in  the  meantime,  taken  over  the  rights 
of  the  original  promoters.  Still  later,  by  Chapter  170  of  the  Acts 
of  the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland  for  the  year  1864,  it  was 
provided,  after  a  recital  setting  forth  the  fact  that  the  5  cent  fare 
prescribed  by  the  Ordinance  had  proved  insufficient  for  running  the 
road  of  the  Baltimore  City  Passenger  Railway  Co.,  that  it  should  be 
authorized  to  charge  and  collect  6  cents  as  the  fare  from  each  pas- 
senger from  any  one  part  of  the  City  of  Baltimore  to  any  other 
part  on  the  line  of  the  said  railway  without  charge  for  transfer 
tickets.  And  still  later,  by  Chapter  100  of  the  Acts  of  the  General 
Assembly  of  Maryland  for  the  year  1865,  it  was  provided  that  the 
fares  of  the  Baltimore  City  Passenger  Railway  Co.  should  be  6  cents 
for  each  passenger  and  a  charge  of  4  cents  for  transfer  tickets.    And 
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still  later,  by  legrislation  which  afterwards  came  to  be  embodied  In 
Section  796  of  the  Baltimore  City  Charter  (Weeks'  Compilation,  p. 
429),  it  was  provided  that  the  United  Railways  &  Electric  Co.  of 
Baltimore,  into  which  the  Baltimore  City  Passenger  Railway  Co.  had 
in  the  meantime  been  merged,  its  successors  and  assigns,  should  charge 
5  cents  and  no  more  as  a  fare  for  the  conveyance  of  each  passenger 
over  12  years  of  age,  and  3  cents  and  no  more  for  each  child  between 
the  ages  of  4  and  12  years  from  any  point  on  any  of  its  lines  to  any 
other  point  on  such  lines  within  the  City  of  Baltimore;  provided  that 
such  company  should  give  a  free  transfer  when  the  same  should  be 
requested  upon  the  pasnnent  of  each  cash  fare,  which  transfer  should 
be  good  at  all  points  of  intersection  of  lines  of  said  railway  for  a 
continuous  ride,  except  at  such  points  on  said  lines  where  such  form 
a  route  so  as  to  permit  a  passenger  to  return  in  the  same  general 
direction  of  the  line  upon  which  the  transfer  was  issued;  the  privilege 
of  transfer,  however,  not  to  apply  to  the  terminus  of  any  line  or  route. 
These  provisions,  as  embodied  in  Section  796  of  the  Baltimore  City 
Charter,  were  also  accompanied  by  the  further  proviso  that  nothing 
in  them  should  be  construed  to  affect  any  of  the  interests  of  the 
Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Baltimore  in  the  United  Railways  &  Elec- 
tric Company  of  Baltimore  or  any  of  the  railways  consolidated  under 
the  cori>orate  name. 

Thus  the  matter  of  fares  thai  could  be  charged  on  the  Baltimore 
City  Passenger  Railway  lines  of  the  United  Railways  &  Electric  Co. 
of  Baltimore  stood  at  the  time  of  the  jMissage  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  Law  on  April  5,  1910;  by  which  law  full  power  was  con- 
ferred upon  the  Public  Service  Commission  to  regrulate  the  fares  of 
all  street  railways  in  the  State  of  Maryland, 'including  the  Baltimore 
City  Passenger  Railway  lines  of  the  United  Railways  &  Electric  Co. 
of  Baltimore. 

From  the  above  statement  of  facts,  it  is  manifest  that  the  original 
5  cent  fare  prescribed  by  Ordinance  -  No.  44  as  one  of  the  conditions 
of  the  franchise  which  the  Ordinance  granted  was  repeatedly,  even 
before  the  passage  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  modified 
at  pleasure  by  the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland.  Nor  was  this  the 
only  respect  in  which  that  Ordinance  was  so  modified  by  the  General 
Assembly.  By  Section  14  of  the  Ordinance,  the  promoters  of  the 
Baltimore  City  Passenger  Railway  Co.  were  peremptorily  required 
to  pay  into  the  hands  of  the  City  Register  of  Baltimore  City  quarterly 
one-fifth  of  the  gross  receipts  accruing  from  the  passenger  travel  upon 
the  roads  located  within  the  City  limits  under  the  Ordinance,  or  upon 
any  extension  of  said  limits  which  might  be  determined  upon  there- 
after. It  is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge,  of  course,  that  subse- 
quently this  requirement  was  by  the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland 
replaced  by  a  tax  of  9  per  cent,  upon  the  gross  receipts  of  the  several 
passenger  street  railways  companies  in  Baltimore  City,  payable  in 
quarterly  installments  to  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Baltimore, 
(Baltimore  City  Charter,  Section  797,  Weeks'  Compilation,  p.  429). 
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Having  for  years  acquiesced  in  the  modifications  of  the  original  5 
cent  fare  fixed  by  Ordinance  No.  44  which  were  operated  by  successive 
Acts  of  the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland,  as  well  as  in  the  modifica- 
tion of  the  Gross  Receipts  Tax  fixed  by  Ordinance  No.  44 ;  and  having 
year  after  year  settled  with  the  United  Railways  &  Electric  Co.  of 
Baltimore  and  its  corporate  predecessors  in  accord  with  these  statutory 
modifications,  it  would  seem  plain  that  even  if  the  effect  of  Ordinance 
No.  44  was  to  create  a  binding  contract  between  the  original  promoters 
of  the  Baltimore  City  Passenger  Railway  Co.  and  their  assignees  and 
the  City  of  Baltimore,  this  contract  was,  even  before  the  passage  of 
the  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  waived  or  abandoned  by  the 
City  of  Baltimore,  and  that  though  it  were  assumed  that  the  Gen- 
erid  Assembly  of  Maryland  did  not  have  the  constitutional  power  to 
alter  the  original  5  cent  rate  prescribed  by  Ordinance  No.  44.  It  is 
true,  as  we  have  seen,  that  the  above  mentioned  legislation  in  force 
at  the  time  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  was  passed  provided 
that  nothing  in  that  legislation  should  be  construed  to  affect  any  of 
the  interests  of  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Baltimore  in  the  United 
Railways  &  Electric  Co.  of  Baltimore  or  any  of  the  railways  consoli- 
dated under  the  corporate  name,  but  it  is  obvious  that  these  reserva- 
tions, following  as  they  do  immediately  upon  legislative  provisions 
declaring  in  the  clearest  and  most  pointed  manner  what  the  fares  of 
the  United  Railways  &  Electric  Co.,  its  successors  and  assigns,  should 
be,  had  and  could  have  no  application  to  any  franchise-made  fare 
that  its  own  terms  superseded. 

The  question,  therefore,  that  has  been  submitted  to  me  resolves  itself 
purely,  it  appears  to  me,  into  the  question  as  to  whether  all  previous 
rates  for  the  United  Railways  &  Electric  Co.  of  Baltimore  or  any  of 
its  predecessors,  including  the  Baltimore  City  Passenger  Railway  Co., 
were  by  necessary  implication  repealed  by  the  State-wide  police  juris- 
diction and  authority  over  street  railroad  rates  conferred  upon  the 
Public  Service  Commission  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law; 
to  say  nothing  of  Section  31%  of  that  Law,  which  expressly  revoked 
all  Acts,  or  parts  of  Acts,  that  prescribed  or  limited  the  price  at 
which  any  corporation  subject  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law 
might  furnish,  sell  or  disi>ose  of  its  product  or  utility. 

In  view  of  what  the  Court  of  Appeals  decided  in  this  connection  in 
the  case  of  Greg^g  vs.  Laird  et  al,,  121  Md.,  1,  and  the  case  of  Yeatman 
V8,  Towers,  126  Md.,  513;  and  in  view  of  what  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States  decided  in  Manigault  va.  Spring,  199  U.  S.,  473, 
Armour  Packing  Co.  va.  U.  S.,  209  U.  S.,  56,  and  L.  &  N.  R.  R.  Co. 
V8.  Mottley,  219  U.  S.,  467,  all  of  which  cases,  both  State  and  Federal, 
I  have  repeatedly  had  occasion  to  call  to  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mission as  authorizing  the  principle  that  contracts,  even  as  between 
individuals,  when  entered  into  are  necessarily  subject  to  the  control 
of  the  police  power  of  the  State  whenever  germane  to  that  power,  is 
a  question  that  I  cannot  answer  but  in  one  way. 

The  power  to  regulate  rates  is  a  police  power  and  is  one  which  may 
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be  exercised  by  the  Legislature  directly,  or  its  exercise  may  be  com- 
mitted by  the  Leg^islature  to  a  Board  or  Commission.  (Yeatman  vs. 
Towers,  126  Md.,  517.)  When,  therefore,  the  General  Assembly  of 
Maryland  created  the  Public  Service  Commission,  and  clothed  it  with 
the  authority  to  regulate  street  railroad  rates,  and  expressly  repealed 
all  Acts,  or  parts  of  Acts,  by  which  special  street  railroad  rates  were 
prescribed,  all  pre-existing  street  railroad  rates  within  the  State  of 
Maryland,  whether  franchise-made  rates  or  otherwise,  were,  in  my 
judgement,  annulled. 

I  can  see  no  reason  in  principle  why  the  special  water  rate  which 
Yeatman  was  enjoying  by  virtue  of  a  binding  contract  at  the  time 
that  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law  went  into  effect  should  have 
been  abrogated  by  the  passage  of  that  Law,  as  was  held  in  Yeatman 
V8.  Towers,  supra,  that  would  not  be  equally  applicable  to  a  Maryland 
municipality  which  prior  to  the  passage  of  the  same  Law  granted  a 
franchise  in  its  streets  to  a  street  railroad  company  subject  to  the 
condition  that  the  company  should  not  charge  a  fare  in  excess  of  a 
certain  amount.  Nor  can  I  see  anything  in  the  case  of  the  Columbus 
Railway  &  Power  Co.  vs.  the  City  of  Columbus,  39  Supreme  Court 
Reporter,  340,  to  which  you  have  been  referred  by  Mr.  Yellott,  to 
affect -this  conclusion.  All  that  the  Court  said  in  that  case  was  that 
an  ordinance  which  grants  a  franchise  in  the  streets  of  a  city  to  a 
street  railroad  company,  and  prescribes  a  fixed  fare  as  one  of  the 
conditions  of  the  grant,  is  a  valid  and  binding  contract  between  the 
city  and  the  company  which  the  city  is  powerless  to  cancel.  Of 
course,  that  is  just  what  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  Maryland  long  before 
the  decision  in  the  Yeatman  case,  supra,  decided  in  the  case  of  the 
C.  &  P.  Tel  Co.  of  Baltimore  City,  89  Md.,  689,  with  respect  to  Ordi- 
nance No.  41  of  the  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Baltimore,  afterwards 
ratified  by  the  General  Assembly  of  Maryland,  which  grave  the  C.  &  P. 
TeL  Co.  the  right  to  construct  conduits  under  the  streets  of  Baltimore 
upon  certain  conditions  which  had  been  faithfully  performed  by  the 
Company.  But  while  the  Court  held  that  a  valid  contract  was  created 
by  the  passage  of  this  Ordinance  and  its  acceptance  by  the  Company, 
and  that  this  contract  could  not  be  rescinded  by  the  Mayor  &  City 
Council  of  Baltimore  under  ordinary  circumstances,  it  distinctly  rec- 
ognized the  principle  that  if  the  safety,  health  or  morals  of  the  public 
should  require  the  rescission  or  modification  of  such  a  contract,  it 
might  be  rescinded  or  modified  under  the  police  power  of  the  State, 
or  even  of  the  City  where  the*  City  had  been  vested  with  such  power 
(p.  711).  And  moreover,  even  under  the  circumstances  as  actually 
presented  to  it,  it  declined  to  say  whether  it  was  competent  for  the 
General  Assembly  to  repeal  the  legrislation  by  which  it  had  approved 
the  rights  and  privileges  conferred  upon  the  company  by  Ordinance 
No.  41.  The  State,  it  said,  had  not  attempted  such  repeal  and  until 
it  did  so  it  would  be  premature  and  unauthorized  to  pass  upon  its 
right  and  power  to  do  so.  (716.)  And  this,  it  should  be  borne  in  mind, 
was  a  case  in  which  the  power  to  regulate  the  rates  of  public  service 
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corporations,  an  unquestionable  branch  of  the  police  Jurisdiction  of 
the  State,  was  not  involved  at  all.  But  since  the  decision  of  Yeatman 
V8.  Towers,  supra,  what  the  Court  would  have  said  in  this  connection* 
if  the  i>ower  to  regulate  rates  had  been  involved  in  the  C.  A  P.  Tel- 
ephone Co.  case,  is  too  obvious  to  admit  of  any  doubt.  Cases  can 
undoubtedly  be  found  in  which  Public  Service  Commissions  have 
reached  a  conclusion  different  from  my  own,  though  it  is  observable 
that  as  late  as  December  28,  1918,  it  was  held  by  the  Pennsylvania 
Public  Service  Commission,  in  the  case  of  the  Borough  of  Warren  vs. 
Warren  Street  Railway  Co.,  P.  U.  R.  Annotated,  1919-B,  p.  619,  that 
the  Commission  had  jurisdiction  to  fix  reasonable  rates,  notwithstand- 
ing a  franchise-made  fare.  The  same  thing  was  held  in  Re  Central 
Illinois  Public  Service  Commission,  No.  8290,  January  7,  P.  U.  R., 
1919-B,  and  Re  Bridgeton  Electric  Co.,  No.  14,  1918  (New  Jersey). 
But  it  is  a  matter  of  secondary  importance,  I  think,  to  ask  what  the 
conclusions  of  the  different  Public  Service  Commissions  of  the  country 
touching  the  question  have  been;  for,  as  I  see  the  matter,  it  has  been 
finally  determined  for  us  by  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  and  our  own  Court  of  Appeals. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


(897) 

In  the  Matter  of 

The  (}omplaint  of  R.  B.  B.  Chew,  Jr., 

vs. 
Penna.  R.  R.  Co. 


August  25,  1919. 


Public  Service  Commteeion, 

Muneey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md. 

Grentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  22nd  inst.,  in  the  matter 
of  the  complaint  of  Mr.  R.  B.  B.  Chew,  Jr.,  that  the  Penna.  R.  R. 
Co.  has  removed  a  siding  at  Chew  Station,  on  the  Pope's  Creek  Branch 
of  the  Penna.  R.  R.  Co.,  which  is  alleged  by  the  complainant  to  be  a 
matter  of  importance  to  him. 

Paragraph  1,  of  General  Order  No.  58,  of  the  United  States  Rail- 
road Administration,  dated  February  20,  1919,  expressly  declares, 

''That  transportation  systems  under  Federal  control  shall 
continue  subject  to  the  lawful  Police  Regulations  of  the  several 
States  which  were  and  are  applicable  to  privately  operated 
transportation  systems  in  such  matters  as  *  *  *  the  establish- 
ment, maintenance  and  sanitation  of  station  facilities  *  *  ^ 
and  all  other  matters  of  local  service,  safety  and  equipment.** 


I 
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And  that, 


^It  will  be  the  policy  of  the  Director  General  to  cause  the 
orders  of  the  State  Commissions  in  these  matters  to  be  carried 
out.'' 

In  view  of  these  provisions  of  the  above  mentioned  order,  I  see  no 
legal  reason  why  the  (Commission  could  not  now  proceed,  with  due 
notice  to  the  Penna  R.  R.  (Co.,  to  re-establish  the  siding  in  question. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bbucb^ 

Cieneral  (Counsel. 


(898) 

ICayob  it  City  Council  of  Lonaooning  1        «    ^     i.     ^  ^^^^ 

September  4, 1919. 

Lonaooning  Watbb  Company.  ^***  ^^-  ^®^^' 

Fuhlic  Service  Canvmiseian, 

Munaey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md, 

Crontlemen: 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  8rd  inst.,  together  with 
the  letter  from  Mr.  D.  L.  Sloan,  attorney  at  law,  Cumberland,  Md., 
to  the  Commission,  dated  the  80th  ult.,  which  accompanied  it. 

I  answer  the  inquiries  of  Mr.  Sloan  by  saying  that  re-hearings 
by  the  Public  Service  Commission  are  regulated  by  Section  11  of  the 
Public  Service  Conmiission  Law,  (Ch.  180  of  tiie  Acts  of  1910). 
Under  the  provisions  of  this  Section,  any  party  interested  in  an 
order  of  the  (Commission  may  apply  for  a  re-hearing  in  respect  to  any 
matter  determined  therein;  and  the  Commission  may  grant  and  hold 
such  a  re-hearing  if  in  its  judgment  sufficient  reason  therefor  be 
made  to  appear;  and  if  the  re-hearing  shall  be  granted  the  same  shall 
be  determined  by  the  Commission  within  SO  days  after  the  same 
shall  have  been  finally  submitted.  But,  by  this  same  Section,  it  is 
also  expressly  declared  that  any  application  for  such  a  re-hearing  shall 
not  excuse  any  public  service  corporation  subject  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission  from  complying  with  or  obeying  any  order  or 
any  requirement  of  any  order  of  the  Commission,  or  operate  in  any 
manner  to  stay  or  postpone  the  enforcement  thereof;  except  as  the 
(Commission  may  by  order  direct. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bbuce, 

(^neral  Counsel. 
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(399) 
In  the  Matter  of.  1 

"Jitney"  Between  Flohrville  and  Sykes-  f  October  7,  1919. 

ville.  J 

Public  Service  Covimisaian, 

Munsey  Building^  Baltimore,  Md. 

Gentlemen : 

I  have  just  received  your  letter  of  the  6th  inst.,  which  was  accom- 
panied by  a  letter  from  Mr.  M.  S.  H.  Unger,  Superintendent  of  the 
Board  of  Education  of  Carroll  County,  dated  the  6th  inst.,  in  which 
the  writer  combats  the  rigrht  of  Mr.  Wickes,  the  Transportation  Expert 
of  the  Commission,  to  refuse  a  permit  to  the  owner  of  a  touring  car 
who  is  holding  himself  out  as  a  common  carrier  to  the  general  public, 
but  has  entered  into  an  undertaking  with  the  Board  of  Education  of 
Carroll  County  to  g^ive  up  to  them,  for  the  purposes  of  two  round  trips 
each  day  between  Flohrville  and  Sykesville,  the  exclusive  use  of  his 
cars.  The  object  of  the  Board  in  securing  this  contract  right  b  to 
provide  for  the  speedy  transportation  of  22  school  children  to  and  fro 
between  the  two  points  just  mentioned,  so  as  to  obviate  an  existing 
shortage  of  teachers.  The  children  pay  no  fee  or  charge  and  ride  or 
walk  as  they  choose,  and,  under  the  circumstances,  the  Board  believes 
that  the  car,  so  far  as  it  is  employed  for  the  purposes  of  the  two 
round  trips,  is  not  engaged  in  the  public  transportation  of  passengers 
for  hire  over  a  State,  State  Aid,  or  improved  County  road,  or  an 
urban  road  or  street,  within  the  meaning  of  Chapter  610  of  the  Acts 
of  1916  as  amended  by  Chapter  199  of  the  Acts  of  1918,  but  merely  in 
what  the  Board  terms  "private  service.'' 

There  is  a  case  now  pending  in  the  Court  of  Appeals  of  Maryland — 
namely,  the  case  of  Wildason  va,  the  Public  Service  Commission — ^which 
will  be  argued  in  a  few  days,  and  which  will  probably  be  decisive  of 
the  question  submitted  to  me.  In  view  of  this  fact,  my  advice  for 
the  present  to  the  Commission  is  to  withhold  a  permit  from  the 
owner  of  the  car  mentioned  in  the  letter  of  the  Board  to  you,  but  to 
refrain  likewise  from  an  application  for  an  injunction  to  restrain 
the  continued  execution  of  the  undertaking  mentioned  in  that  letter. 

Truly  yours, 

•Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 
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(400) 


In  Re 


Right  of  the  Commission  to  Grant  a 
Bridgre  Co.  Permission  to  Charge  Re- 
duced Rates  for  Trai^portation  of 
Freight  Over  Its  Bridge  Co.  to  the 
State  of  Virginia. 


October  8,  1919. 


Public  Service  Commission, 

Munsey  Building,  Baltimore,  Md, 


Crentlemen : 

I  have  received  your  communication  of  the  7th  inst.  and  the  accom- 
psnying  letter,  dated  the  6th  inst.,  from  H.  D.  Baker,  President  of 
the  Berlin  &  Lovettsville  Bridge  Co.,  to  you,  in  which  the  writer  asks 
you  whether  his  company  can  lawfully  permit  the  Virginia  State 
Highways  Commission,  a  political  agency  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  to 
transport  free  of  charge  across  its  bridge  at  Brunswick  stone  for  the 
resurfacing  of  the  road  leading  from  Lovettsville,  in  the  State  of 
Virginia,  to  Brunswick. 

By  Section  16  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  it  is  provided 
that  no  common  carrier  (which  term  is,  by  Section  1%  of  the  same 
law,  made  broad  enough  to  cover  the  bridge  at  Brunswick)  shall 
directly  or  indirectly  issue  or  give  any  free  tickets,  free  pass,  or  free 
transiK)rtation  for  passengers  or  property  between  points  within  this 
State,  except  certain  persons  and  certain  classes  of  service  which  are, 
by  the  express  terms  of  the  same  section,  exempted  from  its  opera- 
tion. Without  stopping  to  ask  the  legal  effect  of  the  term  ''between 
points  within  this  State,"  it  is  enough  for  me  to  say  that  among  the 
kinds  of  service  so  exempted  is  ''the  carriage  free  or  at  reduced  rates 
of  persons  or  property  for  the  United  States,  State  or  Municipal  Gov- 
ernments." This  language,  in  my  opinion,  is  sufficiently  comprehen- 
sive to  warrant  the  Commission  in  answering  the  question  of  Mr. 
Baker  in  the  affirmative. 

Truly  yours, 

Wm.  Cabell  Bruce, 

General  Counsel. 


APPENDIX  IV 


Summaries  for  Twelve  Months  Elnded 
September  30.  1919 


METER  TESTS 
Gas.  Electric,  Water  and  Proportional 


GAS  TESTS  AND  ANALYSES 


ACCIDENTS 
Personal  Accident  Reports 


TRANSPORTATION  AND  UTILITY  COMPANIES 
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SUMMARY  OF  ELBCrRIC  METER  TESTS  FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDED  SEPTEMBER  30. 1919. 


Sue 

CompAoy 
Annapolis  Public  Utilities  Co 

New 

101 

24 

3 

I 

2 

Old 

Complaint 

Totals 

Com- 

Amps. 

0.  K.  Fast 

Slow 

"FoUlfl 

5 

1 

1 

102 
24 

4 
6 
5 
2 

10 

ti 
•i 
i< 
.< 

>i 

Antietam  Eloctric  Light  A  Power  Co 

1 

15 

1 

1 

25 

1 

1 

50 



1 1 

75 

' 

----- 

( 

142 

5 

3 

1 
1 

1 
6 

1 

3 

25 

•  • 

Bel  Air  Electric  Co 

•   •  •  •   ■ 

50 

1 

c 

5 

35 

9 

10 

•• 
ti 

Calvert  Building  A.  Construction  Co 

•« 

Cambridge  Gas  Electric  light  A  Power  Co. . . . 

29 

1 

1 
1 

25 

i 

37 

5 

2 

50 

1 

I.::.. 

.  1 

2 

3 

5 

2 

Centreville  Electric  Plant 

.16 

18 

1 

•  •   «  •  • 

5.235 

•  ■  «  ■  • 

401 
124 

"97 

2 

84 

28 

"*26 

"is 
'  *  '\q 

15 
1 

""2 
1 
2 

19 
11 
11 

""i 

•    •••■'•a     ••« 

2 

5 

15 

Chestertown  Electric  T.ight  A  Power  Co 

•1  "" 

It 

M 

ConsoUdated  Gas  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co.. 

•1 

<« 

•  1 

<• 

•• 

•• 

11 
11 
•1 
It 
i« 
11 
11 
•1 
11 
ii 
It 

•• 
•• 

•' 
•( 

Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co 

5 
6 

1 
1 

50 

1,731 

30 

485 

285 

10 

201 

0 

138 

57 

2 

1 

15 

5 

23 

7 
1 

1 

10 

15 

50 

32 

3 

50 

6,966 

30 

886 

410 

10 

208 

8 

222 

85 

2 

54 

I 

46 

1 

28 

27 

9 

1 

12 

5 

2 

5 

7H 

10 

15 

1 

20 

*     ■     "    "    " 

25 

40 

50 

75 

80 

100 

28 

1 

28 

120 

150 

160 

1 
12 
12 

8 

1 
10 

4 

200 

300 

400 

450 

600 

800 

1 

1200 

1 

•   •       t 

3 
3 



9.153 

5 

1 

22 

14 

11 

1 

1 

10 

11 
11 
It 
•1 

Consumers  Ice  Co 

25 

50 

1 

600 

16 

1 

. 

49 

5 

16 

1 
3 

1 

10 

11 
It 
•1 

Crown,  Cock  A  Seal  Co 

■"■3 

1 

25 

.••-•'•••.a 

100 

t 

1 

1 

i 

21 

30 

1 

Dobler,  John  8 

1 

'1 

10 

1 
1 

1 

1 

25 

11 
Forward 

2 

6.304 

3.151 

7 

9.462 

9.462 

1 
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SUBCldARY  OF  ELECTRIC  METER  TESTS  FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDED  SEPTEMBER  30.  1910 

-—Continued. 


ffise 

Company 

New 

Old 

Complaint 

Totals 

Com- 

Ampe. 

O.K. 

Fast 

Slow 

Totak 

Forward 

6,304 

106 

11 

"26 
'"5 
"    "3 

2 
12 

3,151 
295 

96 

44 
3 

28 
2 

27 
3 
7 
1 
1 
1 

7 

9.462 

401 

107 

44 

3 

9.462 

5 

Eastern  Shore  Oaa  A  Eleotrio  Co 

10 

•< 
<• 
i* 
(• 
•• 
ti 
It 
« 

t« 
«• 

Eaaton  UtlHtiee  Commiasdon 

15 

20 

25 

48 

40 

2 
82 

3 
10 

1 
1 
1 

50 

75 

100 

150 



200 

300 

663 

2 

1 

2 

5 

It 
RdiifOTi  1S|ARtric  Tlhivninntins  ^-o. 

....•|...>> 

12 

1 
37 
29 

7 
11 

4 

1 

59 
8 

14 

3 

1 

171 

36 

6 

II 
It 
II 
ti 

Ftn^i^on  Wot«l  Co * 

134 
6 

10 

15 

7' 

25 

11 

50 

4 

1 

229 

100 

1 

FVederiek  Qas  ft  Electric  Co 

111 

5 

9 

21 

7 
9 

1 

5 

170 

13 

9 

26 

10 

9 

1 

1 

10 

It 
•1 
II 
it 
II 
II 
It 

General  Elevator  Co 

15 

26 

5 
3 

60 

75 

120 

1 
1 

150 

239 

100 

1 

1 

Hageratown  Municipal  Electric  Plant 

11 
It 
II 
ii 
It 

"                             4 
*i 

II 

It 

II 

II 

II 

II 

Hacerstown  St  Frederick  Railway  Co 

447 
22 
4 
2 
9 
3 

"ii 

1 

6 

..... 

1 



2 

248 

1 

■ '"s 

'•"2 
..... 

80 
18 
2 
5 
10 
4 
2 
1 
4 
1 
2 
2 

1 

5 

527 

40 

6 

7 

19 

7 

2 

12 

6 

6 

10 

15 

20 

25 

30 

40 

50 

60 

75 

80 



2 

100 

4 
1 
2 

4 

120 

■ 

200  ' 

2 
2 

67 

18 

14 

1 

23 

1 

11 

2 

1 

2 

3 

300 

1 

1 

644 

6 

306 
19 
14 

1 
26 

1 
13 

10 

II 
Ii 
ii 
•i 
II 
It 
ii 
II 
*« 

15 

20 

26 

' . . . 

40 

• .  •  • . 

50 

60 

2 

75 

1 .... . 

ll 

80 

2 

4 

100 

388 

7,629 

4.094 

8 

11.631 

11.631 
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SUMMARY  OF-ELECTRIC  METER  TESTS  FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDED  SEPTEMBER  30, 1919 


— Concluded. 

r 

Sise 

Company 

New 

7,629 
t       47 

1 
17 

i       74 
3 

1 
1 
1 

29 
..... 

1 

'  Old 

1 
1 

4.094 
6 
1 
3 

:         3 

1 

;      1 

1 

Comi^aint 

Totals 

Com- 

Amps. 

0.  K. 

1 

Fast 

Slow 

Tofada 

5 
10 
15 

Forward 

Harpers  Ferry  Electric  Light  &  Power  Co 

It 
HavTC  de  Grace  Electric  Co 

[ 

1             1 

8  11.631  11,631 

53 

2 

'          30 

1 

1 

1                     1 

'        75 

5 

77 

10 

It 
<< 
(< 
<< 
It 
«• 

Home  Manufacturing  Light  &  Power  Co 

ti 

n 
l< 

Industrial  Building  Co 

1 -  - 

1 

20 

1 

25 

1     . .    ' 

1 

40 

i:::::. ::.:!;:::: 

50 

I               ! 

1 

100 

■     ■•■a         ._,.,,,.--_ 

22 

1 
4 

,         86 

5 

51 

15 

t 

25 

50 

^          ^ 

1 

1 

1 

t 

58 

50 

Maryland  Electric  Railway  Co 

1 

1 

6 

- 

* 

1 

40 

Mt.  Vernon  Cott6n  Duck  Co 





• 

2 

1500 

Potomac  Electric  Power  Co 

..... 

1 

50 

1 

St.  Michaels  Utilities  Commission 

? 

25 

1 

5 

i 

33 

50 

t< 
Severn  Apartment 

1 

3 

1 

1 

34 

5 

Severna  Park  Co 

1 

1 

5 

1 
1     . 

3 

1 

10 

<< 
Snow  Hill  Electric  Light  &  Power  Co 

4 

5 

1 
1 

Swentsel,  Mrs.  H.  C 

i 

1 

1 

5 

1 

Totals 

1 

1 

7,716 

4,171 

1 

2 

8 

11,896 

11,896 

1 

...  7 
...  4 

Total  new  electric  meters  tested . 
Total  old  electric  meters  tested . 
Total  complaint  electric  meters  t 

Grand  total 

,716 

.171 

10 

ested . 

...11 

,896 
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GRAND  SUMMARY  OF  METER  TESTS. 


Company 


-^ 


Gaa 


Electric 


American  Street  Lighting  Co 

Annapolis  Public  Utilities  Co 

Antietam  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co 

Bel  Air  Electric  Co 

Calvert  Buildingtk  Construction  Co 

Cambridge  Qas  JEUectrio  Light  A  Power  Co 

Centreviue  Electric  Plant 

Qieatertown  Electric  light  A  Power  Co 

Chestertown  Gas  Co 

CStiaens  Gas  Co.,  Salisbury 

Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co.,  Baltimore. 

Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co 

Consumers  Ice  Co 

Crisfield  Light  A  Power  Co 

Crown,  Coric  A  Seal  Co 

Dobler,  John  S 

Eastern  Shore  Gas  A  Electric  Co 

Baston  Li^ht  A  Fuel  Co 

Easton  Utilities  Commission 

Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co 

Elkton  Gas  Co 

Emerson  Hotel 

Frederick  Gas  A  Electric  Co 

General  Elevator  Co 

Hagerstown  light  A  Heat  Co 

Hagerstown  Municipal  Electric  Plant 

Hsgerstown  A  Frederick  Railway  Co 

Harpers  Ferry  Electric  light  A  Power  Co 

Havre  de  Grace  Electric  Co 

Home  Manufacturing  Light  A  Power  Co 

Hyattmlle  Gas  A  Electric  Co 

IiMustrial  Building  Co 

Maryland  Electric  Railways  Co i 

Mt  Vernon  Cotton  Duck  Co 

Potomac  Electric  Power  Co 

St.  Michaels  Utilities  Commission 

Severn  Apartment  House 

Severaa  Park  Co 

Swentael,  Mrs.  H.  C 

Snow  Hill  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co 

West  Virginia  A  Maryland  Gas  Co 


Totals. 


1 
327 


24 


7 

107 

21,137 

16 


21 


15 


722 
'456' 


177 


1,073 


24.084 


142 

5 

37 

3 

1 

15 

32 


9,153 
49 
21 


1 

2 

654 


14 
229 


1 

239 

1 


644 

388 

75 

86 

58 


1 
2 
1 
1 
34 
1 
4 
1 
1 


11.896 


Totals 


1 

469 

5 

37 

3 

25 

15 

32 

7 

107 

30,290 

65 

21 

21 

1 

2 

654 

15 

14 

229 

7 

1 

23» 

1 

722 

644 

838 

76 

86 

58 

177 

1 

2 

1 

1 

34 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1,073 


35,980 


SUMMARY  OF  TESTS  OF  COMPLAINT  METERS. 


1911 

1912 

1913 

1914 

1915 

1916 

1917 

1918 

GAS  METERS: 
Total  number  tested .... 
Total  over  2%  fast.. 

ELECTRIC  METERS: 
Total  number  tested . 
Total  over  4%  fast.. 

WATER  METERS: 
Total  number  tested . 
Total  over  4%  fast.. 

STEAM  METERS: 
Total  number  tested . 
Total  over  4%  fast.. 


24 

57 

26 

22 

23 

18 

12 

1 

8 

1 

4 

3 

2 

6 

24 

30 

10 

4 

8 

12 

13 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

2 

3 

18 

13 

20 

17 

13 

1 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

7 
1 


7 
1 


11 
0 


5 
2 


1919 


12 
1 


10 
0 


2.'> 
1 


10 
1 


An  records  since  the  organisation  of  the  Commission  have  been  checked  and  discrepandoa 

adjusted  to  September  30.  1919. 
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COMPLAINT  GAS  METER  TESTS— FOR  YEAR  ENDED  SEPTEMBER  30.  1919. 
consolidated  gas  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  AND  POWER  COMPANY  OF  BALTIMORE 


DateTMt 


Cud 
No. 


Siae 
Lt. 


Applicant 


RESULTS 


O.K. 


%Fa8t 


%Slow 


Paid  by 


10-15-18 

204 

5 

U-19-18 

205 

5 

1-16-19 

207 

5 

8-  1-19 

209 

20 

2-25-19 

210 

10 

2-25-Ifll 

211 

5 

2-28-19 

212 

5 

8-18-19 

215 

5 

Meyer  S.  Rooenblatt 

Mrs.  Marearet  C.  Parker. 
Miss  Vena  M.  Harpold . . . 

Simon  Berkowits 

J.  T.  Wentworth 

Joseph  Hoffman  Jacobs. . 

Andrew  Manigault 

F.  Pettingell 


Totals, 


1.0 


O.K. 
O.  K, 


2.0 
i'.4 

I   •  •  •   ■ 

I   ■   •  •   ■ 

4.2 


Total  number  tested 8 

Total  number  over  2%  fast 1 


4.8 
2!9 


App 


Co. 


COMPLAINT  ELECTRIC  METER  TESTS— FOR  YEAR  ENDED  SEPTEMBER  30,   1919. 
CONSOLIDATED  GAS  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  AND  POWER  COMPANY  OP  BALTIMORE. 


Card 
No. 

Sise 
Amp. 

Applicant 

RESULTS 

Date  Test 

O.K. 

%  Fast 

%Slow 

Paidb) 

12-11-18 

108 

15 

Robert  J.  Auer 

1 

1 
0.6 

App. 

Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 
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complaint  water  meter  tests  for  the  year  ended  SEPTEMBER  80.  1919l 


DfttoTMt 


Applicant  sad  Company 


RESULTS 


O.K. 


%Fa8t 


%  Slow 


Paid  by 


10-18-18 

104 

H 

10-18-18 

105 

H 

10-17-18 

106 

H 

10-14-18 

107 

H 

10-17-18 

106 

H 

11-12-18 

109 

H 

11-1»-18 

110 

H 

12-  2-18 

111 

H 

12-1^-18 

112 

H 

1-  7-19 

113 

H 

1-14-19 

114 

H 

1-15-19 

115 

H 

1-14-19 

116 

H 

1-17-19 

118 

H 

1-17-19 

119 

H 

1-30-19 

120 

H 

2-20-19 

121 

H 

2-24-19 

122 

H 

3-3-19 

123 

Vi 

4-  9-19 

124 

H 

4-10-19 

125 

H 

4-15-19 

126 

9i 

5-  &-19 

127 

H 

6-  3-19 

128 

y^ 

8-  8-19 

129 

H 

Georse  C.  Heidelbach, 

Baltimore  Co.  Water  A  Electric  Co. 
Georse  V.  McGowan, 

Baltimore  Co.  Water  ft  Electric  Co. 
Mrs.  A.  Moore, 

Artesian  Water  Company 

W.  F.  Ludwiff, 

Artesian  Wat«r  Company 

George  Schneider, 

Artesian  Water  Company 

H.  B.  Haaenbalg, 

Suburban  Water  Company 

Edwin  McColntn, 

Baltimore  Ck>.  Water  St  Electric  Co. . 
H.  G.  Kiefer, 

Baltimore  Co.  Water  A  Electric  Co. . 
EsUte  of  William  L.  Russell, 

Artesian  Water  Co 

Charles  O.  D.  Adams, 

Baltimore  Co.  Water  ft  Electric  Co. . 
T.  A.  Deakins. 

Artesian  Water  Co 

Lucian  Duke, 

Baltimore  Co.  Water  ft  Electric  Co. . 
B.  Shapiro, 

Artesian  Water  Co 

Sollie  A.  Beeler, 

Arte5dan  Water  Co 

A.  Burker, 

Artesian  Water  Co 

Mrs.  Louise  Frants, 

Baltimore  Co.  Water  ft  Electric  Co. . 
Mrs.  Anna  M.  Pollack. 

Baltimore  Co.  Water  ft  Electric  Co. . 
R.  N.  Brown, 

B.<iItimore  Co.  Water  ft  Electric  Co. . 

B.  Cavalier, 

Artesian  Water  Co 

Jonas  Herman, 

Baltimore  Co.  Water  ft  Electric  Co.. 
MoCauIey  ft  Co., 

Dorchester  Water  Co 

Thomas  F.  McHugh, 

Baltimore  Co.  Water  ft  Electric  Co. , 
H.  S.  Davis, 

Artesian  Water  Co 

J.  P.  Brandau, 

Artesian  Water  Co , 

M;  Mahoney, 

Buliimore  Co.  Water  ft  Electric  Co. , 


Totals. 


1.01 
1.20 


5.27 


0.29 


1.0 
1.3 


0.30 


2.90 


8 


7.58 
1.08 


20.20 


0.56 


5.60 
0.53 


0.40 
'   5.00 


19.53 
0.5 
0.03 
7.53 
0.10 

12.53 
0.17 
2.22 

34.86 


17 


App. 


Co. 
App. 


Total  number  tested 25 

Total  over  4%  fast 1 
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COMPLAINT  STEAM  METER  TESTS. 
FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDED  SEPTEMBER  30.  1919. 


Date  Teat 


Applicant  and  Company 


RESULTS 


O.  K. 


%  Fast 


12-26-18 

8 

12-26-18 

9 

12-26-18 

10 

12-26-18 

11 

12-26-18 

12 

1-15-19 

13 

3-11-19 

14 

2 

3-18-19 

15 

2 

3-19-19 

16 

6 

5-21-19 

17 

2 

R.  W.  Gray, 

John  J.  Carlin  Heating  Co 

Edmund  L.  Bossle, 

John  J.  Carlin  Heating  Co 

E.  M.  Alexander,* 

John  J.  Carlin  Heating  Co 

E.  H.  Stewart,* 

John  J.  Carlin  Heating  Co 

R.  E.  Driver, 

John  J.  Carlin  Heating  Co 

U.  S.  Marine  Corps, 

Terminal  Freeung  ic  Heating  Co. 
R.  Ben, 

John  J.  Carlin  Heating  Co 

E.  J.  Peltier. 

John  J.  Carlin  Heating  Co 

Park  Bank  Building  Co., 

Terminal  Freesing  db  Heating  Co. 
Mrs.  V.  J.  8ie«k, 

John  J.  Carlin  Heating  Co 


Totals. 


O.K. 


%  Slow 


4.53 


3.90 


3.6 


Total  number  tested 10 

Total  over  4%  fast 1 

♦Would  not  regbter 2 


Paid  by 


12.30 
100 
100 

2.4 

9.26 
1.72 


6 


Co. 

App. 
Fee  Retd. 
Fee  Retd. 

App. 


SUMMARY  OF  GAS  TESTS  AND  ANALYSES. 
CONSOLIDATED  GAS  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  AND  POWER  COMPANY  OF  BALTIMORE. 


DATE 


CANDLE  POWER 


Ootober.  1918... 
November,  1918 
December,  1018. 
January,  1919.. 
February.  1919. 
March.  1919.... 

April,  1919 

May,  1919 

June,  1919 

July.  1919 

August,  1919.... 
September,  1919 


B.  T.  U.  TOTAL 
HEATING  VALUE 


Low 


18.7 

14.7 

16.5 

569 

541 

18.8 

14.3 

16.1 

567 

541 

17.5 

13.7 

15.4 

556 

541 

17.4 

13.8 

15.4 

567 

528 

16.0 

12.4 

13.7 

576 

540 

16.5 

13.6 

14.9 

568 

535 

18.5 

16.4 

17.5 

575 

641 

17.9 

15.9 

16.9 

565 

531 

19.8 

15.4 

16.6 

570 

529 

18.7 

16.4 

17.7 

561 

530 

18.9 

15.4 

17.4 

561 

538 

18.2 

15.2 

16.8 

564 

542 

RANGE  IN  AVERAGE 


Candle  Power 


Ave. 


554 
552 
549 
549 
550 
549 
555 
550 
550 
550 
551 
551 


Heating  Value 


Manmum, 
Minimum . 


17.7 
13.7 


555 
549 
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Date  Test 


PRIVATE  ELECTRIC  METERS  TESTED. 
FOR  YEAR  ENDED  SEPTEMBER  30.  1919. 


Card 
No. 


Sue 
Amp. 


10-23-18 

106 

10 

10-29-18 

107 

100 

1-21-19 

110 

5 

2-  4-19 

111 

25 

Applicant 


John  S.  Dobler, 

Baltimore 

General  Elevator  Co., 

Baltimore 

Mrs.  H.  C.  Swintzel, 

Tuscany  Apartments  Co. 
John  S.  Dobler, 

Baltimore 


Totals, 


I 


RESULTS 


O.K. 


%FaBt 


%SIow 


0.30 


Total  number  tested 4 

Total  over  4%  fast 0 


Paid  by 


0.3 
100 


2.15 


3 


App. 


COMPLAINT  ELECTRIC  METER  TESTS  OUTSIDE  OF  BALTIMORE. 
FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDED  SEPTEMBER  30.  1919. 


Total  number  tested 5 

Total  oter  4%  fast 0 


Card 
No. 

Sise 
Lt. 

Applicant 

RESULTS 

Date  Test 

O.K. 

%Fast 

%SIow 

Paid  by 

12-  3-18 

100 

112 
113 
115 
116 

5 

50 
5 

16 
5 

D.  Wointrob, 
Eastern  Shore  Gas  &  Electric  Com- 
pany, CftTTihriflgft, 

0.6 

1.01 
0.22 

0.30 

App. 
<•       • 

2-10-19 

Mrs.  E.  S.  Ewing, 

Potomac  Electric  Power  Co. ........ 

0.60 

2-24-19 

Max  Snyder, 
Annapolis  Public  Utility  Co 

K 

7-15-19 

Mrs.  S.  M.  Smith, 

Annapolis  Public  Utility  Co 

f< 

9-11-19 

C.  A.  Hfeagy, 

Cambridge  General  Electric  Light  & 
Power  Co 

No  Fee 

Totals 

0 

1 

4 

1 

*• 
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COMPLAINT  GAS  METER  TESTS  OUTSIDE  OF  BALTIMORE. 
FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDED  SEPTEMBER  30.  1919. 


Date  Test 


Card 
No. 


Sue 
Lt. 


Applicant 


1-1»-19 

206 

6 

3-ia-i9 

208 

3 

3-3-19 

213 

6 

R.  J.  Duval. 

AnnapoliB  Public  Utility  Co 

T.  L.  Brodie, 

HaceratoWn  Light  ft  Heating  Co. 
P.  H.  Magruder, 

Annapolis  Public  Utility  Co 


Totals, 


RESULTS 


O.K. 


%Fast 


%Slow 


Pfeidby 


1.0 

0.76 

0.6 


3 


Total  number  tested 3 

Total  over  2%  fast 0 


App. 


PRIVATE  GAS  METER  TESTS  FOR  THE  YEAR  ENDED  SEPTEMBER  30.  1919. 


Date  Test 


6-1&-19 


Card 
No. 


214 


Sise 
Lt. 


2 


Applicant 


RESULTS 


O.K. 


American  St.  Lighting  Co. 
Baltimore,  Md 


O.K. 
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TRANSPORTATION  COMPANIES. 

PERSONS  KILLED. 

OCTOBER  I,  1918,  TO  SEPTEMBER  80.  1019. 


Compnnj 


Baltbnore  ft  Ohio  Railroad  Co 

Tha  PaannrlTania  Railroad  Co , 

Waalara  Biarylaiid  Railway  Co , 

Minor  ateam  railfoad  eompanies  in  Maryland 

Total 


Public 


Empioyaea 


Total 


22 

16 

38 

28 

18 

41 

7 

6 

18 

6 

» 

8 

68 

87 

100 

TRANSPORTATION  COMPANIES. 

PERSONS  INJURED. 

OCTOBER  1,  1918.  TO  SEPTEMBER  30.  1919. 


Company 


PnbUe 


Bmpio; 


rtvi 


Total 


BalUnwira  *  Ohio  Railroad  Co. 

Tha  Pannayirania  Railroad  Co 

Waatam  Maryland  Railway  Co. 

Bffinor  ataam  railroad  aompaniea  In  Maryland 

Total 


34 

272 

67 

106 

8 

87  . 

16 

82 

124 

497 

300 

173 

95 

47 
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APPENDIX  V 


PRELIMINARY  STATEMENT. 


The  corporations  named  below  are  operated  as  parts  of  other  systems: 

STEAM  RAILROADS. 

COBPOBATION8  NOT  OPERATINa.         COBPOBATIONB  OPERATING. 

Baltimore  Belt  R.  R.  Co Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  R.  Co. 

Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  R.  Co.  in  Pa.  • .  .Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  R.  Co. 

Confluenoe  &  Oakland  R.  R.  Co Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  R.  Co. 

Lancaster,  Cecil  &  Sonthem  R.  R.  Co.  Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  R.  Co. 

Metropolitan  Southern  R.  R.  Co Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  R.  Co. 

Washington  County  R.  R.  Co Baltimore  &  Ohio  R.  R.  Co. 

Delaware  R.  R.  Co Phila.,  Balto.  &  Wash.  R.  R.  Co. 

Delaware,  Md.  ft  Va.  R.  R.  Co Phila.,  Balto.  ft  Wash.  R.  R.  Co. 

Md.  ft  Pa.  Terminal  Ry.  Co Maryland  ft  Pennsylvania  R.  R.  Co. 

York,  Hanover  ft  Fredk.  R.  R.  Co. . .. Pennsylvania  R.  R.  Co. 

ELECTRIC  RAILROADS. 

CORPORATIONS  NOT  OPERATING.         CORPORATIONS  OPERATING. 

Balto.,  Sparrow's  Pt.  ft  Ches.  Ry.  Co.  .United  Railways  ft  Electric  Co. 
Balto.,  Halethorpe  ft  Elk.  Ry.  Co. . .  .United  Railways  ft  Electric  Co. 

Loraine  Electric  Ry.  Co United  Railways  ft  Electric  Co. 

Blue  Ridge  Ry.  Co Cham.,  Green,  ft  Waynesboro  Ry.  Co. 

Sandy  Springs  Ry.  Co Kensington  Ry.  Co. 

Washington  ft  Olen  Echo  R.  R.  Co. .  .Washington  Ry.  ft  Electric  Co. 
Washington,  Berwyn  ft  Laurel  Elec.  Ry.  Go. .  Washington  Ry .  ft  Electric  Co. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHT  COMPANIES. 

CORPORATIONS  NOT  OPERATING.         CORPORATIONS  OPERATING. 

Baltimore  Electric  Light  Co Con.  Gas  Electric  Light  ft  Power  Co. 

Baltimore  County  Electric  Co Con.  Gas  Electric  Light  ft  Power  Co. 

Mt.  Washington  E.  L.  ft  P.  Co Con.  Gas  Electric  Light  ft  Power  Co. 

Patapsco  Elec.  ft  Mfg.  Co.  of  Md..  ..Con.  Gas  Electric  Light  ft  Power  Co. 
Patapsco  Elec.  ft  Mfg.  Co.  of  Del. . .  .Con.  Gas  Electric  Light  ft  Power  Co. 
Roland  Park  Electric  ft  Water  Co... Con.  Gas  Electric  Light  ft  Power  Co. 
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FRAGMENTARY  REPORTS 

The  following  abstracts  are  from  reports  of  various  corporations 
which  were  rendered  in  such  incomplete  or  otherwise  defective  form 
as  to  furnish  little  or  no  material  for  the  statistical  tables.  Where 
inconsistencies  were  shown  in  the  figures  given,  or  where  information 
called  for  was  not  given,  the  reporting  corporation  was  notified,  but 
failed  to  correct  the  figures  or  supply  the  information  required. 

1— BLUE  RIDGE  WATER  COMPANY. 

Capital  Stock  $28,120.  Plant  cost  $29,020.  Revenue,  $3,513. 
Expenses,  $4,211.  Has  one  reservoir  150,000  gallons  capacity, 
3  wells,  2  pumps,  1  boiler  100  H.  P.,  1  gas  engine  50  H.  P., 
and  96  meters. 

2— CENTREVILLE  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  PLANT. 

Plant  owned  by  the  Town  of  Centreville.  Plant  cost  $36,275. 
Funded  Debt,$22,500.  Revenue,  $14,233.  Expenses,  $19,284. 
Depreciation,  $1,000.  Has  2  boilers,  total  H.  P.  285;  2  engines 
250  H.  P.,  2  generators  175  K.  W.  capacity,  24  transformers, 
196  meters,  :and  240  consumers. 

8— CHESTER  RIVER  STEAMBOAT  COMPANY. 

Capital  Stock,  $100,000.  Owned  by  the  Maryland,  Delaware  & 
Virginia  Ry.  Co.    The  company  ceased  operating  in  1905. 

4—CUMBERLAND  &  PENNSYLVANIA  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

Telephone  line  for  railroad  operations,  but  as  a  convenience  to 
the  public  allows  the  use  of  its  lines  at  published  rates. 
Plant  cost  $4,223.  Has  35%  miles  of  pole  lines  and  286.43 
miles  of  aerial  wire. 

5— DENMORE  PARK  WATER,  LIGHT  &  HEATING  COMPANY. 

Private  Plant — cost  $7,157.  Revenue,  $3,221.  Expenses,  $2,456. 
Has  3  artesian  wells,  3  pumps,  3  gas  engines;  1  standpipe, 
16,000  gallons  capacity;  2  miles  1  to  3  inch  mains,  and  325 
consumers. 

6— EVERGREEN  WATER  COMPANY. 

Private  plant  operated  in  connection  with  a  suburban  develop- 
ment. Plant  cost  $25,315.  Revenue,  $1,787.  Expenses,  $2,893. 
Has  2  artesian  wells,  2  pumps,  2  gas  engines,  1  standpipe, 
55,000  gallons  capacity,  146  meters,  and  146  consumers. 
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7— FROSTBURG-GRAHAMTOWN  WATER  COMPANY. 

A  co-operative  water  company.  Capital  stock,  $1,260.  Plant 
cost  $1,500.  Revenue,  $416.  Expenses,  $314.  Dividends  paid, 
$225.    Has  59  consumers. 

8--GILPIN'S  PALLS  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 

Plant  value,  $100,000.  Revenue,  $16,192.  Expenses,  $2,285. 
Has  1  water  wheel  325  H.  P.,  1  generator  200  K.  W.  capacity, 
70  transformers,  314  meters,  and  335  consumers. 

9--GLEN  BURNIE  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  &  POWER  COMPANY. 

Capital  Stock,  $680.  Plant  value,  $680.  Revenue,  $1,391.  Ex- 
penses, $1,202. 

10— LINTHICUM  HEIGHTS  WATER  COMPANY. 

Plant  operated  in  connection  with  a  suburban  development. 
Plant  cost  $10,000.  Revenue,  $674.  Expenses,  $1,279.  Has 
3  standpipes  and  2  pumps. 

11— LYNCH  RURAL  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

A  small  country  plant  having  4  miles  of  pole  lines.  Capital 
stock,  $600.  Plant  cost  $324.  Has  6  subscribers.  Revenue, 
$6.    Expenses,  $43. 

12— NEW  WINDSOR  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  &  WATER  COMPANY. 

Capital  Stock,  $4,900.  Plant  cost  $6,476.  Revenue,  $2,921. 
Expenses,  $2,633. 

13_0VERLEA  REALTY  COMPANY. 

Operates  water  plant  costing  $10,288.  Revenue,  $1,369.  Ex- 
penses, $792.  Has  2  wells,  3  standpipes,  total  capacity  28,000 
gallons;  1  gas  engine  4  H.  P.,  1  electric  motor  2  H.  P.,  and 
92  consumers.    2  pumps. 

14— N.  L.  RIGGIN  &  CO. 

Owner  of  power  boat  valued  at  $7,000.    Wharf  property,  $3,000. 

15^RINGG0LD  TELEPHONE  CO.  OF  WASHINGTON  COUNTY. 
Small  farmers'  telephone  line  having  a  capital  stock  of  $500. 

16— ROUZERVILLE  WATER  COMPANY. 

Operates  principally  in  Pennsylvania.  Plant  cost  $7,856.  Reve- 
nue, $955.  Expenses,  $1,543.  Has  60  consumers  in  Maryland. 
Has  2  reservoirs  175,000  gallons  capacity,  2  pumps,  1  water 
wheel,  and  1  gasoline  engine. 


\ 


486  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

17— SUSQUEHANNA  POWER  COMPANY. 

Sold  under  foreclosure.  Purchased  by  Frank  J.  Hoen  for  |300,- 
000.  Subject  to  $150,000  underlying  6  per  cent,  bonds,  sale 
ratified  by  court  May  2,  1914.  On  account  of  litigation 
reorganization  plans  have  not  been  perfected. 

18— STOCKTON  ELECTRIC  LIGHT  COMPANY. 

Partnership  investment,  $7,165.  Plant  cost  $7,110.  Revenue, 
$2,465.  Expenses,  $1,754.  Has  2  engines  75  H.  P.,  1  gen- 
erator 25  K.  W.  capacity,  6  transformers,  50  meters,  and  155 
consumers. 

19— THE  SEVERNA  COMPANY. 

Operates  electric  plant  costing  $5,100.  Electric  Revenue,  $1,260. 
Electric  Expenses,  $1,089.  Also  operates  water  plant  costing 
$12,000.  Water  Revenue,  $680.  Water  Expenses,  $867.  Has 
2  reservoirs,  1  pump,  1  electric  motor,  23  meters,  and  24 
consumers. 

20— TERMINAL  HEATING  &  FREEZING  COMPANY. 

Capital  Stock,  Common,  $794,400.  Capital  Stock,  Preferred, 
$675,000.  First  Mortgage  5%  20-year  gold  bonds  outstanding, 
$398,000.  Collateral  Trust  6%  notes  outstanding,  $35,000. 
Revenue  from  steam  heating,  $118,363.  Operating  Expenses, 
$100,654.  Taxes,  $4,991.  Interest,  $5,459.  Income  from 
operation,  $7,260.     • 

21— UNION  TRANSFER  COMPANY. 

Incorporated  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  in 
,  February,  1867.    Investment  in  State  of  Maryland,  $65,057. 
Operating  Revenue  in   Maryland,  $47,363.     Operating  Ex- 
penses in  Maryland,  $60,799.    Deficit  from  operation,  $13,436. 

22— WEEMS  STEAMBOAT  COMPANY. 

Capital  Stock,  $600,000.  Owned  by  the  Maryland,  Delaware  & 
Virginia  Ry.  Co.    The  Company  ceased  operating  in  1905. 

23— WESTERN  UNION  TELEGRAPH  CO.  OF  BALTIMORE  CITY. 

Operated  as  part  of  the  Western  Union  Telegraph  Company 
System.  Capital  Stock,  $60,000.  Has  1,091  miles  of  pole  lines, 
18,375  miles  of  aerial  wires,  1,236  miles  of  underground  wires 
and  9h^  miles  of  submarine  wires.  Revenue  from  intrastate 
business,  $42,410.  Expenses  in  Maryland  not  separated  in 
system  accounts. 
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CORPORATIONS  NOT  REPORTING 

STEAM  RAILROADS. 

Baltunore  &  Virginia  Railroad  Company. 

Preston  Railroad  Company. 

Washington!-  Potomac  &  Chesapeake  Railway  Company. 

Washingrton,  Westminster  &  Gettysburg  Railroad  Company. 

ELECTRIC  RAILWAYS. 

North  Beach  Railway  Company. 

Washington  &  Great  Falls  Electric  Railway  Company. 

Washington,  Berwyn  &  Laurel  Electric  Railway  Company. 

ELECTRIC  COMPANIES. 

Crisfield  Ice  Manufacturing  Company. 

Electric  &  Ice  Company. 

Mayor  &  City  Council  of  Laurel,  Maryland. 

ELECTRIC  &  GAS  COMPANIES.  » 

Receivers  of  Easton  Gas  &  Fuel  Company. 

WATER  COMPANIES. 

Delmar  Water  Company. 
Ellicott  City  Water  Company. 
Emmitsburg  Water  Company. 
Mountain  Lake  Water  &  Light  Company. 
Port  Deposit  Water  Company. 
Salisbury  Water  Company. 
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KEY  TO  MARGINAL  NUMBERS 

\  Operated 

Clase  of  Corporation.        Operating.  Operatkg.  Leweor   I°<iividual. 

Agreement. 

Steam  Railroad  Co 2                 4  6  8 

Street  or  Electric  Railroad  Co.        12               14  16  18 

Gas  Co.  (coal  or  water  gas  only)        22               24  26  28 

Electrical  Co 32               34  36  38 

Gas  and  Electrical  Co 232             234  236  238 

Natural  Gas  Co .* 42               44  46  48 

Telephone  Co. 52               54  56  58 

Telegraph  Co. 62               64  66  68 

Water  Co 72               74  76  78 

Express  Co 82               84  86  88 

Steamboat  Co.,  etc 92               94  96  98 
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TABLES. 

STEAM  RAILROAD  CORPORATIONS. 

1.  Consolidated  statement  of  aaeeta,  liabilities,  surplus  and  income. 

2.  Assets,  with  olassifioation. 

3.  Liabilities,  with  classification. 

4.  Securities  of  all  classes  outstanding. 

5.  Funded  debt  and  capital  stock,  with  rate  of  interest  on  debt  and  dividends  on  stock. 

6.  Cost  of  road  and  equipment  and  cost  per  mile  of  road. 

7.  Income  account  and  profit  and  loss  account. 
*8.  Railway  operating  revenues. 

'*9.  Railway  operating  expenses. 
*10.  Milea^  of  road  oi>erated. 
*11.  Desonption  of  equipment. 
'*12.  Statistics  of  rail  operations. 
*13.  Statistics  of  rail  operations,  continued. 
*14.  Revenue  freight  carried. 

ELECTRIC  RAILROAD  CORPORATIONS. 

15.  Consolidated  statement  of  assets,  liabilities,  surplus  and  income. 
10.  Assets,  with  classification. 

17.  Liabilities,  with  classification. 

18.  Securities  of  all  classes  outstanding. 

19.  Funded  debt  and  capital  stock,  with  rate  of  interest  on  debt  and  dividends  on  stock. 
20i  Cost  of  road  and  equipment. 

21.  Income  account  and  profit  and  loss  account. 

22.  Railway  operating  revenues. 

23.  Railway  operating  expenses. 

24.  Mileage  of  road  operated  and  description  of  equipment. 

25.  Mileage,  traffic  and  miscellaneous  statistics. 

ELECTRIC  LIGHT  CORPORATIONS. 

26.  Consolidated  statement  of  assets,  liabilities,  surplus,  gross  income,  deductions  from  gross 

income  and  net  income. 

27.  Assets,  liabilities  and  surplus^  with  classification. 

28.  Gross  income,  with  deductions,  payments,  etc. 

29.  Funded  debt  and  capital  stock,  with  rate  of  interest  on  debt  and  dividends  on  stock. 

30.  Operating  statistics,  for  year  ended  December  31,  1918. 

31.  Operating  statistics,  for  year  ended  December  31, 1918. 

32.  Casualties,  classified  as  to  employes  and  others. 

GAS  AND  ELECTRICAL  CORPORATIONS. 

33.  Consolidated  statement  of  assets,  liabilities,  surplus,  gross  income,  deductions  from  gross 

income  and  net  income. 

34.  Assets,  liabilities  and  surplus,  with  classification. 

35.  Gross  income,  with  deductions,  payments,  etc. 

36.  Funded  debt  and  capital  stock,  with  rate  of  interest  on  debt  and  dividends  on  stock. 

37.  Operating  statistics,  for  year  ended  December  31, 1918. 

38.  Casualties,  classified  as  to  electrical  and  gas  corporation  employes  and  others. 

WATER  CORPORATIONS. 

39.  Consolidated  statement  of  assets,  liabiUties,  surplus,  gross  income,  deductions  from  gross 

income  and  net  income. 

40.  Assets,  liabilities  and  surplus,  with  olassifioation. 

41.  Gross  income,  with  deductions,  payments,  etc. 

42.  Funded  debt  and  capital  stock,  with  rate  of  interest  on  debt  and  dividends  on  stock. 

43.  Supply  and  service,  classification  of,  for  year  ended  December  31, 1918. 

44.  Casualties,  classified  as  to  employes  and  others. 

TELEPHONE  AND  TELEGRAPH  CORPORATIONS. 

45.  Consolidated  statement  of  assets,  liabilities,  surplus,  gross  income,  deductions  from  gross 

income  and  net  income. 

46.  Assets,  liabilities  and  surplus,  with  classification. 

47.  Gross  income,  with  deductions,  payments,  etc. 

48.  Funded  debt  and  capital  stock,  with  rate  of  interest  on  debt  and  dividends  on  stock. 

49.  Operating  statistics  tor  year  ended  December  31,  1918. 

60.  Casualties,  classified  as  to  employes  and  others. 

EXPRESS  CORPORATIONS. 

61.  Assets,  with  classification. 

52.  Liabilities,  with  classification. 

53.  Income  account  and  profit  and  loss  account. 

54.  Operating  revenues,  with  distribution. 

55.  Operating  expenses,  with  distribution. 

jcA    A      *        ^  r  ur*-  PULLMAN  COMPANY. 

56.  Assets  and  liabilities. 

57.  Income  account  and  profit  and  loss  account. 
*58.  Operating  revenues,  with  distribution. 

*59.  Operating  expenses,  with  distribution. 
*60.  Operating  statistics. 

OTHER  CORPORATIONS. 

61.  Assets  and  liabilities. 

62.  Income  account. 


*  Ni)TB — ^As  all  important  steam  r^lroads  were  operated  during  the  year  ended  December 
31,  1918,  by  the  United  SUtes  Railroad  Administration.  Tables  Nos.  8  to  14  and  58  to  60, 
inclusive,  have  been  omitted  from  this  year's  report. 
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TABLE 

Showixiq  won  Eaoh  or  tbm  Stbam  Baxlhoad  Cobfobatxons  Named  THBrnanr  thb  Totaz.  Aiconim  of  Asnn.  or 

FROM  Qboss  RiTBinra  and  thb  .Nvr  Inookb  trou  thb  Ofsrations  or  ram  Yiab 


TiTLB  or  COBPOBATION. 


Totals. 


ASBBTS. 


LXABXUTIBS. 


Total 

Amount 

December  31, 

1918. 


Increase 

Over 

Preceding 

Year. 


Total 

Amount 

December  31, 

1918. 

3 


Increase 
Over 

Precedinc 
Year. 


(a) 


(a) 


1 
2 
3 

4 
6 
6 
7 

8(o) 
9 
10 

12(a) 

13 

M(o) 

15 

16 

18(a) 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

U^" 

26(a) 


Baltimore  Belt  R.  R.  Co 

Baltimore,  Chesapeake  A  AtUntic  Ry.  Co 

Baltimore  A  Ohio  R.  R.  Co 

Baltimore  A  Ohio  R.  R.  Co.  in  Pennsylvania 

Baltimore  A  Sparrow's  Point  R.  R.  Co 

Canton  R.  R.  Co 

Chesapeake  Beach  Ry.  Co 

Confluence  A  Oakland  R.  R.  Co 

Cumbeiiand  A  Pennsylvania  R.  R.  Co 

Cumberland  Valley  R.  R.  Co 

Delaware  R.  R.  Co 

Delaware,  Maryland  A  Virginia  R.  R.  Co 

Emmitsburg  R.  R.  Co 

Lancaster,  Cecil  A  Southern  R.  R.  Co 

Maryland,  Delaware  A  Virginia  Ry.  Co 

Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  R.  R.  Co 

Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Terminal  Ry.  Co 

Metropolitan  Southern  R.  R.  Co 

New  York.  Philadelphia  A  Norfolk  R.  R.  Co 

Northern  Central  Ry.  Co 

Norfolk  A  Western  Ry.  Co 

Philadelphia,  Baltimore  A  Washington  R.  R.  Co. . , 

Union  R.  R.  Co 

Washington  County  R.  R.  Co 

Western  Maryland  Ry.  Co 

York,  Hanover  A  Frederick  R.  R.  Co 


$12,848,632 

4.513,27a 

817.248,743 

46,313,214 

394,089 

1,135,463 

2.655,367 

331,279 

7.067,699 

16,831.017 

8,293,720 

2,186,886 

91,720 

402,694 

5,225,227 

4,637.236 

434,690 

2,697,438 

17.447,788 

54,161,924 

372,200,072 

110,912.829 

5,086,797 

1.191,a50 

148,782,251 

906.963 


$163,688 

138,450 

46.306.420 

1,662.426 

45.547 

155,918 

36,489 

861938 " 

1.885.977 

46,792 

39.225 

566 

*"i64;266 

204,930 


2,513,402 

2,129,279 

31,417,940 

5,063,211 

177,264 

'4;558i3ii" 
33,875 


$10,348,632 

5.362.146 

789.953,908 

46,313,348 

226.632 

1,360,382 

4.604.288 

331,638 

5,9.36.456 

8.732.630 

6.012.336  , 

4,387,020 

54.321 

402.694 

6,708,395 

4,343,475 

437,564 

2,697,438 

10,106,760 

45,470,975 

307,372,905 

73.859,937 

2.920,608 

1.501,148 

147.088,706 

1,413.764 


$163,688 

601.082 

50,970,732 

1,662.426 

40.684 

218,603 

114,871 

2,799 

1.152,160 
333«434 

200,878 
421 

" '228,769 
180.774 


730,186 

2.028.923 

24,479.925 

4,765,367 

98,133 

■"4i4i7.'835 
8.300 


(a)  Denotes  that  the  Company  is  operated  by  another  Company,  and  its  revenues  and  expenses  are  included 
in  the  report  of  the  operating  Company.     See  "Preliminary  Statement." 

*  Not  Comparable. 

NoTB — Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  1 

LlABIUmS  AMD  OV  SUBPLUS.  OXf  DbCIICBBB  81,  1018,  AMD 
DaCBMBBB  81,  1018,  AXB  THB  InCBIASM  OB 


Total  Amoumt  ov  Obom  Rbtbnue.  thb  Daoucnoini 

■B8  IBOM  THB  PBBCBDINa  YbAB. 


Total*— Conttnued. 


SUBPLUl  OB  DbVICIT. 

Gbom  Rbtbhitb. 

Dbdvctions  vbom  Obom 

RBVBNXnD. 

Nbt  Incoub  rBOM 
Opbbatxomb. 

Total 

Amount 

December  31, 

1018. 

5 

Ineieaae 

Over 
Preceding 

6 

Total 

Amount 

December  31, 

1018. 

7 

Inoreaae 

Over 

Preceding 

Yew. 

8 

Total 

Amount 

December  31, 

1018. 

0 

Increaee 

Over 

Preceding 

Year. 

10 

Total 

Amount 

December  31, 

1018. 

11 

InoreaM 

Over 

Preceding 

Year. 

12 

$2,500,000 

..••••••••••• 

848,873 

27.204.835 
134 

8462,632 

^8  w^^^^^f  e^^^P^b 

808,515 
32,045,601 

• 
• 

$252,805 
21,020,288 

* 

$154,290 
11.025.403 

•  ■••••■•«•••• 

$10,888 
2,030,172 

167.457 

224^10 

1  ,948^1 

388 

4,863 
62,685 
78,382 

56,674 
267,500 
150,081 

• 
• 

$36,756 

*   12.173 
330.283 
228.421 

$14,101 

44,501 
82,684 
78,340 

23,236 
88,894 
22.655 

1.181.143 
8,008.387 
2,281.303 

78,130 

733,808 

286,642 

170,653 

988 

371,706 
1.386,134 

* 

« 

243,107 
240,017 

• 

128.508 
1,146,117 

■  ••••••••■••• 

S5',87i 
67,788 

2,280,134 

57.300 

20.181 

372* 

20,108 

3.581 

*      *    is    '        '3",953 

1,483,168 

203.761 
2,874 

124,500 
24,156 

51,302 
615,720 

70,553 

156,483 
500,471 

* 
02.823 

165. ooi 

25.240 

57,572 
22,270 

7.341.028 

8,600,040 

64,827.167 

37,052.802 

2.166.180 

309,486 

1.783,266 
100,356 

6.038.015 
207.844 
278,387 

1,088,180 

2,526.357 

21,634,302 

2.605.421 

181,615 

♦ 

2,088 

• 

264.648 

350.080 

5.820,775 

1,107,816 

263 

* 
1,212 

• 

823.532 

2.166.368 

15.804.527 

1.587.606 

181,852 

92,617 

838 

3,141,610 

3,497,883 

941,116 

1,603,545 
508,801 

140.476 
25.575 

3,200.001 

« 

3.107,854 

* 

I62.I37      i,638,i48 

•    ■•■••••••■•a 

Public  Service  Cohhissiok  op  Habylamd 

TABLE 

Bbowiho  fob  Each  or  tbi  Stbah  RijT.BoaD  CoRPmtTiON*  Nauid  Thobui  lat 


ToMIAi 
IMS."  " 


R.Co.V.'.l 

■  r-rI  ■&.' 

WMhiniton County  R.  R.  Co !!!!!!!!!! 

Westera  M«ryl«id  Ry.  Co 

York,  Huiovtr  &  Frederiok  R.  R.  Co 


BOO 

uos 

"YMir. 


138,4 


1>6.420  I 
"2,428 


4,},  547 
3si489 

,S85!977 

M,7«! 

3n,225 

BOB 

2IM.S3a  4.107, 

432, 

2,«97, 

!t»i27U  '         48!39al 
.417, MO  —      ■' 

.IM3,2I1  99.520, 

177  .aw  -  — 

"33!S75 


I  NVimiBNi'B— ConCinoed. 

TlTLB    Of  COBTOH*TION. 

Not«ot 
NoD-Affi  lilted 

12 

NoD-ASli>t«l 
Campinisa. 

13 

H 

7^:iK 

'331 

J 

iz!s2; 

i 

2,«BT 

11 

I152,7ZB 

« 14,750 

■JtiiDors  A  Sparrow's  Foiot  R.  R.  Co. 



!? 

"'^ 

900.000 

NoTB— Deficit,  Ion  and  olhci  re 


PuBuc  Sebvice  Commission  of  Masyland 
No.  2. 

Amount  ov  Antm  on  Dbcembek  31,  1018.  and  ibb  CLAsancAiioN  of  Sucb  Absbtb. 
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iNTBSTMJBNTfl — Continued. 


Sinkiiic 

Funds  ftnd 

I>epoait8for 

Property 

Sold. 

4 

MiBoelUneouB 
Pliyadoal 
Property. 

5 

Stocks  of 

AffiKated 

Companies. 

6 

Bonds  of 

Affiliated 

Companies. 

7 

Notes  of 

Affiliated 

Companies. 

8 

Advances  to 

Affiliated 

Companies. 

0 

Stocks  of 

Non- 
Affiliated 
Companies. 

10 

Bonds  of 

Non- 
Affiliated 
Companies. 

11 

$336 
8,784.707 

S2.503 
61.051.703 

S905.445 

$204,457,080 

$512,288 

$60,980,377 

$22,672,763 

$1,498,025 

"•••••' 1 " 

» 

807.076 

1 

9,827 

245,063 
164,508 

il.  042. 086 
160,750 

544.096 
232,786 

185.491              500,418 

447,384 

1 

t 

7.068 

i,662    ..!...! 

1,066 

50,500 

40,744 

1 

1.006.110 

7,708 
2,126,677 
1,085.362 
7.342,364 

1 

1,367 

3,253     ! 

8.510 

2.746,816 

227,573 

260,100 
354,673 
584.722 
173.084 

205.575                  1.025 

7.627 

5,715.285 
234.208 

4,806 
1,001 

10.613.210 

203,001 

7,385 

111,164 

638.312 

032.012 

1 

10,805,580 

38.257 

CUBBXNT  ASSBTS. 


Cosh. 
15 

Demand 

Loans  and 

Special 

Deposits. 

16 

Loans  and 

Bills 
Receivable. 

17 

Traffic 
and  Car 
Service 

Receivable. 

18 

Due  by 
Asents  and 
Conductors. 

10 

1 

^n^!l**         Materials      Interest  and 
neous                 ^^             Dividends 

20                     21           1           22 

I 

i 

$88,420 
6,022 

$03,200 
6,002,360 

1 

S3. 560.660 

$720,464 

$771,744 

1 

80.144 

^ 

58.133 

1 

203,050 

11,870 

$i44,46i 
1,784 

28.872 

$7,788 

43,330 

1,770 

23,258 

5,083  ; 

5,425 

0,518 
1,250.260 

38.838* 

760,312 





$19,074 
2.813 

21.026 

213,278 

37,884 
11,000 

2,034 

..«■>■••■■•■ 

4.074 



76,871 
18.031 

1 

100,332 

13,861 

•••••■ • 

7.930 

33.2io 

83,072 

67 



1 

1,666 

t 

60 

1.658,502 

98,104 

'i',633;56i' 

10,050 

933.861 

153,750 
360,204 

13,406 

2,268,507 

11.400 

1,965,740 

•  ••••••■■•■•• 

, ,. 

159,535 

8.255 

I**'* 

5.832 

136,149 

1 

^      I 


PuBuc  SisvtcE  Commission  of  Harylamd 


Tm*  o»  CoBTOunoH. 

AMan. 

3S 

ToUl 
Cnrwct 

3£ 

nTi® 

«■*»■ 

1*7,277 

' 

2,oesUm 

238.018 
IS i 674 

S 

"i^i 

3|2S2!34e 
2,*  O.OM 

■iiiSiii- 

ASS. 

Is 

j^ 

i,8i6.6is 

2.124.818 

PuBuc  Service  Ck>MMissiON  of  Maryland 
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— Continued. 


DmrmaamD  Aubts — Contmued. 


UnA]>JT7ITXD  Dbbit8. 


Insoranoe 
and  Other 

26 

Othw 

Defonod 

Assets. 

27 

U.S. 

Government 

Deferred 

Assets. 

28 

Rents  and 

Insurance 

Paid  in 

Advance. 

29 

Disoount 

on  Capital 

Stock. 

80 

I^oount 

on  Funded 

Debt. 

31 

Other 

Unadjusted 

Debits. 

32 

Total 

Unadjusted 

Debits. 

33 

$4,120 

$214,639 
71.972.248 

$468* 
8.335 

$79i 
1,229,043 

$1,259 

507,354 

t7.838 

1,237.378 

12.674 

3,842 

8,842 

52.167 

6,057 
19.451 

371.833 
1.760.698 

78.411 
121.107 

78.411 

33,295 

121 , 107 

•••••■•••'*•• 

$20,500 

20.600 

i29.42i 

1.800.000 

$248,500 
8.389 

350 
8.938 

2.048.850 

6.228 

347 

17.675 

82,264 

1,778,939 

90 

164.154 

164.244 

05.000 

39.342.900 
661 

20.634,142 

8.539 

■    ■•••••■•■■•a 

1,641 

136,522 
8,573 

146.702 

8.573 

7.777 

3,160.862 

1.432 

1,287.621 

1,289.053 

450  Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 

TABLE 

Showing  ron  Each  or  thb  Qtmau  Raixaoao  Cobpora.tionb  Najibd  Tajoaaxi  tbm  Amoidit 


1 

2 

3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

16 

16 

17 

18 

10 

20 

21 

22 

28 

24 

25 

26 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

0 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

10 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


Title  or  Cobporahon. 


LlABILITXBS. 


ToUl 

liabilitiea 

December  31, 

1918. 


Inorease  Over 

Preoeding 

Year. 


FUNDCD  DkBT. 


CapiUl  Stoek. 


Baltimore  Belt  Railroad  Co 

Baltimore.  Chesapeake  A  Atlantio  Railway  Co. . . . . 

Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Co 

Baltimore  A  Ohio  Railroad  Co.  in  Pennaylvania. . . . 

Baltimore  A  Sparrow's  Point  Railroad  Co 

Canton  Railroad  Co 

Chesapeake  Beaoh  Railway  Co 

Confluence  A  Oakland  Railroad  Co 

Cumberland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 

Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Co 

Delaware  Railroad  Co 

Delaware,  Maryland  A  Virginia  Railroad  Co 

Emmitsburg  Railroad  Co 

Lancaster,  Cecil  A  Southern  Railroad  Co 

Maryland,  Delaware  A  Virginia  Railwi^  Co 

Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 

Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Terminal  Railway  Co. . . 

Metropolitan  Southern  Railroad  Co 

New  York.  Philadelphia  A  Norfolk  Railroad  Co.. . . 

Northern  Central  Railway  Co 

Norfolk  A  Western  Railway  Co 

Philadelphia.  Baltimore  A  Washington  Railroad  Co. 

Union  luiilroad  Co 

Washington  County  Railroad  Co 

Western  Maryland  Railway  Co 

York,  Hanover  A  Frederick  Railroad  Co 


$10 

5 

789 

46 

1 
4 


6 
4 

2 

10 

45 

307 

73 

2 

1 

147 

1 


,348,632 
.362.146 
,053.908 

313.348 

226.632 
,360,382 
.604.288 

331.638 
.036.456 
,732.630 
,012,336 
,387,020 
54.321 

402.694 
,708,395 
,343,475 

437,564 
,697.438 
.106.760 
,470.975 
.372,905 
,859,937 
,920,608 
,501,148 
,088,706 
.413.764 


$163,688 

601.082 

50.970,722 

1,662,426 

40,684 

218,603 

114,871 


2,799 

1.152,169 

333,434 

209,878 
421 

"228 [769' 
180,774 


730.136 

2.028.923 

24.479.925 

4,765.367 

98.133 


4,417,835 
8.300 


$3,500,090 

2,500,000 

210.808.824 

2.004,987 

150.000 

200.000 

1.000,000 

200,000 

1.500,000 

5,333,550 

4,987,275 

528. 73S 

50,000 

200.000 

3,000.000 

1.602.500 

200.000 

1.200.000 

2.500.0DD 

27.077,300 

143.566.700 

26,438,935 

2.100.000 

982.680 

77,167.1% 

525.000 


TiTLB  or  Corporation. 


CuBRBNT  LiABiLmsB — Continued. 


Dividends 

Matured, 

Unpaid. 


12 


Funded  Debt 

Matured, 

Unpaid. 


13 


Unmatured 
Dividends 
Declared. 


14 


Baltimore  Belt  Railroad  Co 

Baltimore.  Chesapeake  A  Atlantic  Railway  Co 

Baltimore  A  Ohio  Railroad  Co 

Baltimore  A  Ohio  Railroad  Co.  in  Pennsylvania. . . . 

Baltimore  A  Sparrow's  Point  Railroad  Co 

Canton  Railroad  Co 

Chesapeake  Beach  Railway  Co v 

Confluence  A  Oakland  Railroad  Co 

Cumberland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 

Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Co 

Delaware  Railroad  Co 

Delaware,  Maryland  A  Virginia  Railroad  Co 

Emmitsburg  Railroad  Co 

Lancaster,  Cecil  A  Southern  Railroad  Co 

Maryland,  Delaware  A  Vir«nia  Railway  Co 

Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 

Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Terminal  Railway  Co. . . 

Metropolitan  Southern  Railroad  Co 

New  York,  Philadelphia  A  Norfolk  Railroad  Co.. . . 

Northern  Central  Railway  Co 

Norfolk  A  Western  RailwayCo 

Philadelphia,  Baltimore  A  Washington  Rulroad  Co. 

Union  Railroad  Co 

Washington  County  Railroad  Co 

Western  Maryland  Railway  Co 

York,  Hanover  A  Frederick  Railroad  Co 


$12 
65,864 


$18,800 


106,944 
10,147 


4,000 


559 


1,048 
11,425 


84,000 


203,131 
650.000 


6.000 
140,150 


$4,216,124 


1.083.086 
229.923 


NoTS — Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  tjrpe. 


Public  Service  C!omhi8Sion  of  Maryland 
No.  3. 

OW    LlABILITXES   ON    DECEMBER  31,    1918,    AND   THE   CLAflSiriCATION    07   SuCH   LIABZLITIB8. 
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Funded  Debt — Continued. 


C  CERENT  LIABILITIB8. 


Funded 

Debt, 

Unmatured. 


Non- 
Negotiable 
Debt  to 
Affiliated 
Companies. 


Total 

Long  Term 

Debt. 


Loans 
and  Bills 
Payable. 


Traffic 
and  Car 

Service 
Balances, 
Payable. 


Audited 

Accounts 

and 

Wages, 
Payable. 


Miscella- 
neous 
Accounts, 
Payable. 


Interest 

Matured, 

Unpaid. 


4 
S6, 000, 000 

6 

$848,632 

6 

$6,848,632 

1.290.000 

452.. 37 1,078 

44,308.360 

'       7 

8 

1 

1 

1 

i  \  9 

1 

10 

1 

11 

1,290,000 

$9i3,062 
33,881.428 

1 


$(i01 
285,581 

1 

$6,774 
1,838.642 

$450 

452.371.078 

3.462.348 

42,811.500 

1.496.860 

............ 

12 

309,090 

6.459 

17,419 

■"" 

'     4.10,666 
1.33,375 

1     51,176 
10,387 



148.203 

1.000,000 

1.000,000 

131.038 

3,473,261 

578 

1 . 653 . 721 

128,500 

3,i38" 

2.792.261 

681,000 

9 
3.727 

72 

275,749 

360.584 

1,187,785 

1,425 

22,748 

448, OCK) 

448.000 
1,043,979 

360.584 

1,043.979 

925,119 

1 

200,000 

2,694 

202.694 

2,000,000 

2,326,4.50 

235,897 

1.497,438 

3,737,000 

7,092.081 

90.390,500 

25,969,145 

5,812 

209,207 

61,978,462 

150,000 

1 


2.000,000 

1,014.819 
194,610 

553 
14,. 335 

6,765 
10,875 

21.855 

2,326,450 

32,917 

10,875 

200.000 

35,897 
297,438 

1,200,000 

i   

3,737.000 

144,592 

26,881 

6,101,458 

11,569 

10,229,116 

23,350 

309,261 

60,694 

608,. 330 

56.140 

7,092.081 





91,360 

00,390.500 



4,566,666" 
7,227,773 

47,7i.5 

472,632 

25,069,145 

* 

99,570 

5.812 

194,000 

15,207 

01.978,462 

113,000 

10,547 

3.454 

94,829 

150.000 

129.000 

CuBBBNT  LxABiuTZBs — Continued. 


Aoonied 

Interest 

juid  Rents, 

Not  Due. 

15 


Other 

Current 

Liabilities. 


10 


Totol 

Current 

Liabilities. 


17 


DirBBBBO   LlABXLXTIBS. 


UNADJUsneo  Crbdii«. 


Provident 
Funds. 


18 


Other 

Deferred 

Liabilities. 


19 


U.S. 

Government 

Deferred 

Liabilities. 

20 


Tar 
Liability. 


21 


Insuranoe 
and  Casualty 


22 


t 

1 
1 

1 

1 

1 
i 

1 

$21,561 

••   1 

$924,460 
46.867.931 

$106,065 
;  48,200,425 

;  $4!i26 

2,896,985 

$65,414  1 

$2,775,034 

S193.027 

,   $242, 2f 5 

1     898.354 

i 

17,431 

963,470 

2,593,577 

34,621 

,     12,210 
1.572 

1 

789.656  ' 
., 1 

1 

; 1 

8,333 

1 

13.840 

409,168 

573,862 

2,775,464 

559 

439 

28.591 

31,570 
1,010,2.50 

i      6,918 

236,608 

3,198 

, 

33.294 

1 

12,560 

1 

1 

37,884 

1 



*          •   •   •  •  , 

1           1 

41,831 

1.085,823 

269,837 

1,667 

107,138 

7;S52' 

15,684 
1,667 

1,415 

1 

6,228 

11,059 

1 

1 '...]..[[.[.'..[.[ 

21,333 

1 

248,946 

7,314,530 

6,529,467 

17,863,165 

107,349 

309,261 

985,278 

738,329 

1,362.936 

124,244 

82,264 

37,578 

.'....'..'..'.  .'..\ 

•  ••■••■«••■• 

1.250.203 

65,000 

39,946,156 

1,750,553 

•   • . 

166.556 

2,601 

704,845 

702,754 
1,000 

,.,,,,,,,,.,, 

45,499 

233,347 


238,553 
435 

\ 

452 
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TABLE 


TlTUB  or  COBTOBATIOIf. 


UMAMunsp  CBM>ne    OoatiBttadL 


Opentinc 


Aoonidd 

Dgpwwiation. 

aomI  ftnd 

34 


OtlMr 

UDiidjiMfeed 

Gndiii. 


2S 


1  Baltimora  Belt  Rallxoad  Co 

2  Baltlmon,  ChcMipeake  A  AtUntio  lUilway  Co. ... . 

3  Baltunore  A  Ohio  Railroad  Co 

4  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Co.  in  PennnrlTaaia. . . . , 

6  Baltimore  A  Sparrow's  Point  Railroad  Co 

0  Canton  Railroad  Co , 

7  Chesapeake  Beaoh  Railwar  Co , 

8  Confluence  a;  Oakland  Railroad  Co 

9  Cumberland  A  Pennsylvania  RailroadCo , 

10  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Co 

11  Delaware  Railroad  Co 

12  Delaware,  Maiyland  A  Virginia  Railroad  Co , 

13  Emmitflburs  Railroad  Co , 

14  Lancaster,  Cecil  &  Southern  Railroad  Co. , 

15  Maryland,  Delaware  A  Virmnia  Railway  Co 

10  Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co , 

17  Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Terminal  Railway  Co. . . , 

18  Metropolitan  Southern  Railroad  Co 

10  New  York,  Philadelphia  A  Norfolk  Railroad  Co. ... . 

20  Northern  Central  Railway  Co , 

21  Norfolk  A  Western  RailwayCo 

22  Phihuielphia,  Baltimore  A  Washington  Railroad  Co. . 

23  Union  Railroad  Co 

24  Washincfeon  County  Railroad  Co 

25  Western  Maryland  Railway  Co 

26  York,  Hanover  A  Frederick  Railroad  Co 


$9,383 


63,917 


279,360 
255,446 


37,000 


$510,501 
25,434,412 


12,202 
72,118 
10.711 


822,250 
1.050.057 


2,934 
3,762 


514.684 
119,120 


1,975,928 

3,987,164 

18,405,829 

3,295,161 


325,498 


$2,162,576 


167 
123.222 


90 
12,727 


750 
42B 


11,525 


6.439.338 
38,091 


265,018 


NoTB — ^Deficit,  loas  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  3 — Continued. 


CiiBDtT*— Cont. 

COBTOBAIB  SUBTLUa  OB  DbIICIT. 

Total 

UnadiiiBtMl 

Gndite. 

28 

Additiou 
to  Property 

Through 
Inoomeand 

Smplos. 

27 

Sinkiiif  Fond 
and  Other 
RoMrvei. 

28 

Appropriated 
Surplus  Not 
SoedfioalUr 

29 

Profit  and  Loak 
80 

Corporate 

Sorpluaor 

Defidt. 

81 

Ineieaae 

or 
Deereaae. 

■ 

82 

$2,500,000 

998,426 

20,139.465 

134 

139.677 

224,919 

1,948,921 

369 

$2,500,000 

848373 

27,294,835 

134 

167,467 

224,919 

1,948,921 

369 

1,131,143 

8,098,387 

2,281,393 

2,200,134 

37.399 

, 

$623,621 

$146,662 
7,166,370 

$462,632 

28.737.587 

4,884,302 

24.579 

27,880 

4,863 

196,913 

62,685 

10,711 

78,382 

829,199 

$1,126,976 

$4,166 

78,139 

1,351,070 

3,662.239 

326.492 

203.211 

26.746 

'4i446,i48 

964,617 

2,403,345 

663 

733,808 

3,198 

990.384 

286,642 

2,934 

170,663 

3,762 

iiiood' 

988 

5i5,434' 

38.840 

243,283 

32.966 

1,622,008 

22 

36,830 

1,483,188 

293.761 
2,874 

124,509 

127,400 

60,600 

24,156 

2,257,878 

2,631,656 

5,026,061 

38,150.836 

23.268,964 

230.664 

1,209,119 

3,540,262 

3,666.888 

26,676,331 

13.793.928 

1.936.636 

309,498 

1.693.646 

667,417 

7,341.028 

8.690.949 

64.827.167 

37.062,892 

2,166,189 

309,498 

1,693,646 

806,801 

1,783,266 

3,987,164 

100,366 

26.875.081 

6.938.015 

3.588.701 

297,844 

704.845 

276397 

866,960 

140.476 

436 

60.616 

26 i 575 

454 
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TABLE 

BHOWtNO  IN  DbTAIL  FOB  Ea.CH  OF  TBS  StEAU  RaILROAD  COBPORATIOIfS  NaMBO  TSBBEINr  TBB   FUNDED   DeBT  AMD 


1 
2 

3 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

10 

17 

18 

10 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


1 

2 

3 

4 

ft 

6 

7 

8 

0 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

10 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


I 


Totals. 
All  Classbb. 


TiTLB  OF  GOBPORATION. 


Baltimore  Belt  Railroad  Co 

Baltimore,  Cheaapeake  ic  Atlantic  Ry.  Co 

Baltimore  A  Ohio  Railroad  Co 

Baltimore  dc  Ohio  R.  R.  Co.  in  Ponnsvlvania. . . . 

Baltimore  ic  Sparrow's  Point  Railroad  Co 

Canton  Railroad  Co 

Chesapeake  Beach  Railway  Co 

Confluence  A  Oakland  Railroad  Co 

Cumberland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co. ...... 

Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Co 

Delaware  Railroad  Co 

Delaware,  Maryland  A  Virginia  Railroad  Co. . . . 

EmmitaburK  R.  R.  Co 

Lancaster,  Cecil  &  Southern  Railroad  Co 

Maryland.  Delaware  A  Vir^nia  Railway  Co 

Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Kailroad  Co 

Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Terminal  Ry.  Co 

Metropolitan  Southern  Railroad  Co 

New  York,  Philadelphia  A  Norfolk  R.  R.  Co 

Northern  Central  Railway  Co 

Norfolk  A  Western  Railway  Co 

Philadelphia,  Baltimore  A  Washington  R.  R.  Co. 

Union  Railroad  Co 

Washington  County  Railroad  Co 

Western  Maryland  Ry.  Co 

York,  Hanover  A  Frederick  Railroad  Co 


Amount 

Outstanding 

December  31, 

1018. 

I  1 

80,500,000. 

3.790,000 

603,179,902 

44,816.487 

150.000, 

200,000 

2,(X)0,000 

328.500 

2.1S1.000 

5,333.550. 

.".435.275 

1,570.737 

50.000 

400,000' 

5.000.000' 

3.92S.950 

lOO.OOOr 

2.400,000 

«, 237. 000 

34,169.281 

2.S3.957.200 

52.408.070; 

2,105.812 

'        1.170.680' 

139,145.660' 

675.0001 


Increase 

Over 

Preceding 

Year. 


811,430,218 

599.000 


172,000 

'52,006 


8,500 


171,000 

29,480 

901,500 

656,000 


7.000 
177,80S 


Details  of  Sbcubrcibs 
— Continued. 

FuKDBo  Dbbt 
—Continued. 


Title  of  Cobpobation. 


Collateral 
Trust 
Bonds. 

11 


Increase 

Over 

Precediog 

Year. 

12 


Baltimore  Belt  Railroad  Co 

Baltimore,  Chesapeake  A  Atlantic  Ry.  Co • 

Baltimore  A  Ohio  Railroad  Co $63,493,830;     $7 ,472.160 

Baltimore  A  Ohio  R.  R.  Co.  in  Pennsvlvania 

Baltimore  A  Sparrow's  Point  Railroad  Co ; 

Canton  Railroad  Co 

Chesapeake  Beach  Railwa;^  Co ' 

Confluence  A  Oakland  Railroad  Co 

Cumberland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 

Cumberland  Vallev  Railroad  Co 

Delaware  Railroad  Co ' < 

Delaware,  Maryland  A  Virginia  Railroad  Co 

P^nimitsburg  R   R.  Co 

Lancaster,  Cecil  A  Southern  Railroad  Co 

Maryland,  Delaware  and  Virginia  Railway  Co , 

Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 300.000| 

Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Terminal  Ry.  Co 

Metropolitan  Southern  Railroad  Co { 

New  York,  Philadelphia  A  Norfolk  R.  R.  Co ' 

Northern  Central  Railway  Co I 

Norfolk  A  Western  Railway  Co 1 

Philadelphia,  Baltimore  A  Washington  R.  R.  Co 

Union  B^lroad  Co 

Washington  County  Railroad  Co ' :ia' AAA 

Western  Maryland  Railway  Co ,       5,000,000'  ,»00,0(IO 

York,  Hanover  A  Frederick  Railroad  Co ._ I .__ •  jjjjjs.' 

Note— Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Masyland 


No.  4. 
CAPmL  Stock 


Dbtul*  or  Sbchsitim. 


Fmnai 

Dur. 

STO... 
.....                   .„. 

PoiniiD  Dbbt. 

ISIS. 

8 

.h: 

Equip- 

Si 

Idcioh 
Over 

8 

"^sr- 

IB  000  000 

«  500  000 

42:8ii;hk 

l.OOO 
200 

5:| 

200 

■« 

1.200 

2,500 

27.077 

l«,5afi 

"1 

00( 

MX 

1 

45a.37l.07S 

SII,430,2«B 

BBB.OOO 

(22,813.000 

is  ^',660 

a«s 

''Si 

I7Z,0N 

nm 

i^Mo 

i.o«:a79 

M,«00 

200.000 
2.000.000 

sloooiooc 

6,820.000 

s,s66 

27.000 

B.S00 

BH.OOO 

400.000 

IM,000 

129,600 

•"•«» 

„;a 

so.mlKK 



DwriiLtoT  SBCDBtmi — Continmd. 


FoHDBP  DBBi^-OontinuBd. 


ter 

iQOrUH                   MiMtl- 

Onr         1       Un«iu 
14            1            16 

Insnuo 

19_ 

1 

ir» 

■ 

Qvsr 

Prefeimd 
Stock. 

see 

484,900 

i..M6.666 

m,ooo 

22.992.300 

.'-.oo 

27,741.166 

456 
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TABLE 

SsowcNO  roB  Each  or  thb  Stbam  Railboad  Cobpoeatioks  Nambd  Thbbkm  ma  Total  Funsbd  Debt  abb 

AS  ABB  Hbld  bt  thb  IflsuxNa  Cobpobation),  thb  Ratb  Pbb  Cbmt.  AMD  Datbs  or  Patmbht  or 


TiTLB  or  Cobpobatiom. 


1  Baltimore  Belt  Railroad  Co 

2  Baltimore,  Chesapeake  A  Atlantic  Railway  Co. 


Z    Baltimore  A  Ohio  Railroad  Co. 


Ciocianati,  Hamilton  &  Dayton  Railway  Co. 


George's  Creek  Coal  A  Iron  Co. 
Xamison  Coal  A  Coke  Co 


South  Western  Division 

Pittsburgh  Junction  A  Middle  Division 

Pittsburgh,  Lake  Erie  A  West  Virginia  System . 

Central  Ohio  Railroad  Co 

Cleveland,  Loraine  A  Wheeling  Railway  Co.. . . 


Cleveland  Terminal  A  Valley  Railroad  Co. 

EUwood  Short  Line  Railroad  Co 

Huntington  A  Big  Sandy  Railroad  Co 

Hampshire  Southern  Railroad  Co 

Monongahela  River  Railroad  Co 

Ohio  A  Little  Kanawha  Railroad  Co 

Ohio  River  Railroad  Co 


Piqua  A  Troy  Branch  Railroad . . 
Pittsburgh  Junction  Railroad  Co. 


PitUburgh,  Cleveland  A  Toledo  Railroad  CoJ. 
Ravenswood.  Spencer  A  Glcndale  Railway  Co. 

Schuylkill  River  A  East  Side  Railroad  Co 

Toledo-Cincinnati  Division 


West  Virginia  A  Pittsburgh  Railroad  Co. 
Baltimore  A  Ohio  Railroad  Co.  in  Penna 


6  Baltimore  A  Sparrow's  Point  Railroad  Co. 

6  Canton  Railroad  Co 

7  Chesapeake  Beach  Railway  Co 

3  Confluence  A  Oakland  Railroad  Co 


FuHDBD  Debt. 


PBINCfPAL. 


Desoription  of 
Bonds. 


Date. 
2 


Date 
of 

Maturity. 


Amount 
Outstanding. 


9 
10 
11 
12 


13 
14 


Cumberland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co. . . . 

Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Co 

Delaware  Railroad  Co 

Delaware,  Maryland  A  Virginia  Raihoad  Co. 

Junction  A  Breakwater  Railroad  Co. . . . 

Breakwater  A  Frankford  Railroad  Co. . . 

Emmitsburg  Railroad  Co 

Lanoa^tcr,  Cecil  A  Southern  Railroad  Co. . . 


1st  Mortgage. . . 
Ist  Mortgage. . . 

Real  Estate 

Prior  Lien 

1st  Mortgage . . . 

Convertible 

Refunding 

Real  Estate 

Ground  Rents. . . 

Equipment 

Equipment 

£k]uipmcnt 

Equipment 

£k]ulpmcnt 

Ist  A  Refunding. 

General 

2nd  Mortgage . . . 

Car  Trust 

Equipment 

Equipment 

Coll.  Trust 

Ist  Mortgage.  .  . 

Refunding 

Con'd  1st  Mtge. 

General 

Con'd  Refunding 

1st  Consol 

1st  Mortgage. . . 
1st  Mortgage. . . 
Ist  Mortgage . . . 
1st  Mortgage . .  . 
1st  Mortgage. . . 
1st  Mortgage. . . 
Ist  Mortgage . . . 

General 

1st  Mortgage . . . 
Ist  Mortgage . . . 
2nd  Mortgage . . . 
1st  Mortgage. . . 
1st  Mortgage .  . . 
1st  Mortgage . .  . 
Refunding  Mtge. 

Gold  Notes 

1st  Mortgage. . . 
l9t  Mortgage. . . 
Refunding 


1st  Mortgage. 
1st  Mortgage. 
Refunding . . . . 
1st  Mortgage. 


General 

1st  Mortgage . . . 
1st  Mtge.  Eztd.. 
Lst  Mtge.  Extd. . 


Ist  Mortgage. 


1890 
1894 
1909 
1898 
1898 
1913 
1915 

Various 

Various 
1912 
1913 
1916 
1917 
1910 
1909 
1892 
1887 
1905 
1911 
1916 
1899 
1898 
1901 
1886 
1896 
1900 
1893 
1895 
1892 
1892 
1909 
1889 
1900 
1886 
1887 
1900 
1882 

,..1894 
1882 
1890 
1903 
1917 
1917 

...1890 
1913 
1915 


1898 
1890 
1916 
1891 


1892 
1913 
1867 
1879 


1895 


1990 
1934 
1919 
1925 
1948 
1933 
1995 
Various 
Various 
1922 
1923 
1926 
1927 
1920 
1959 
1942 
1937 
1920 
1921 
1921 
1925 
1925 
1941 
1930 
1936 
1930 
1933 
1995 
1922 
1922 
1934 
1919 
1950 
1936 
1937 
1939 
1922 
1923 
1922 
1920 
1935 
1959 
1919 
1990 
1963 
1995 


1923 
10V4 
1995 
1921 


1932 
1922 
1932 
1932 


1925 


$6,000,000 

1,250.000 

40.000 

74,910.175 

81.995,705 

63.250,000 

60,000.000 

1,111,310 

2,023.557 

4.000.000 

5,000.000 

4,000.000 

9.000.000 

348,000 

182.000 

3.000.000 

2.000.000 

20.000 

145.000 

300.000 

44.991.630 

6.124.SO0 

43.000.000 

1.009.000 

890,000 

950.000 

5.000,000 

3.301,000 

300.000 

303.000 

5.000 

700.000 

228,000 

2,000.000 

2.941.000 

7,000 

934,000 

243.000 

441,000 

361,000 

5.000.000 

11,002,200 

7,500,000 

3,854.000 

40.000,000 

2,811.500 


1,000,000 

120,000 

8,500 

681.000 


448,000 
658.979 
185,000 
200.000 


200,000 
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No.  5. 

Oapitaxi  Stock  OimrAiniEiro  ok 

ImTBBBR  on  FmCDBD  DbBT  AMD  TUB  RaTB  PU 


81,  1018  (BzcLnnra  of  Such  Fundbo  Dbbt  amd  Capit&x.  Stock 

CbHT.   AMD  AMOUMT  OW  DlTIOnflM   DaCLAKKD. 


FuiisKD  Dkbt — Cont. 


Capital  Stock. 


l2ITUUi«T. 

Gomcox. 

Rate 

Per 

Cent. 

5 

Datea 

When 

Payable. 

6 

Amoont 
Otttitanding. 

7 

Dividend* 

Declared 

During 

Year. 

8 

Rate 

Per 

Cent. 

0 

Amount 
10 

Dividends 

Declared 

During 

Year. 

11 

Rate 

Per 

Cent. 

12 

5 

M.  ft  N. 
M.  ftS. 
J.  ft  J. 

J.  ft  J 

A.  ftO 

$3,500,000 
1.000,000 

5 

$1,500,000 

.<> 

3H 

161.946,540 

$6,837,432 

4.5 

58.863.275 

$2,354,531 

4 

4K 

M.  ftS. 
J.  ft  D. 
Various 
VariouD 
F.ftA. 
A.  ftO. 
M.  ftN. 
A.  ftO. 
J.  ftD. 
J.  ft  J. 
J.  ftD. 
J.  ft  J. 
J.  ftD. 
M.ftN. 
M.ftN. 
J.  ft  J. 
M.ftN. 
M.  ft  N. 
M.  ftS. 
J.  ftD. 
J.  ft  J. 
A.  ftO. 
M.ftN. 
J.  ftD. 
J.  ft  J. 
J.  ft  J. 
F.ftA. 
M.  ftS. 
J.  ftD. 
A.ftO. 
M.ftN. 
J.  ft  J. 
J.  ft  J. 
A.  ftO. 
F.ftA. 
J.  ftD. 
J.  ft  J. 
J.  ft  J. 
A.  ftO. 
J.  ft  J. 
M.  ftS. 

5 

Various 

Various 

4H 

4II 

4^ 

5 

4 

5 

in 

5 

4^ 

3M 

3H 

4 

4H 

5 

4H 

1 

H 

4 

.••.....«•••••• 

5 

6 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

" 

4 

6 

5 

6 

6 

4 

4 

5 

4 

.  .  ,  .-r". 

5 

2,004.987 

43,000 

28  2-3 

5 

150.000 

200.000 

1,000.000 

200,000 

5 

J.  ft  J. 
M.  ft  N. 
J.  ftD. 
M.ftN. 

5 

6 

5 

1,500.000 

4,848,650 

4,987,275 

626,758 

62,267 
387,884 
398,982 

4.15 

8 

8 

484,000 

38,702 

8 

4K 

J.  ft  J. 
M.  ft  N. 
J.  ft  J. 
J.  ft  J. 

4 

3 

3 

50,000 
200,000 

1.000 

2 

5 

M.  ftS. 

460 
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TABLE 

Showing  won  Each  or  tkm  Btbam  Railboao  Coitobatiohb  Namhs  Tununw  tkb  Total  Cor  or  Road  ano  Equip 

PhbMzlbot 


TrriiB  or  Ck>BPORATioN. 


Totals. 


Coot  of 

Road  and 

Equipment. 


Inc 
Ortr 

Preoedinc 
Year. 


2 


Di 


iunoif. 


1  Baltimore  Belt  Railroad  Co 

2  Baltimore,  Cheeapeake  d;  Atlantic  Ry.  Co 

3  Baltimore  &  Ohio  Railroad  Co 

i  Baltimore  A  Ohio  Railroad  Co.  in  Pennsylvania. 

5  Baltimore  &  Sparrow's  Point  Railroad  Co 

6  Canton  Railroad  Co 

7  Chesapeake  Beach  Railway  Co 

8  Confluence  A  Oakland  Railroad  Co 

9  Cumberland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 

10  Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Co 

11  Delaware  Railroad  Co 

12  Delaware,  Maryland  A  Virginia  Railroad  Co.... 

13  Emmitsburg  Railroad  Co 

14  Lancaster,  Cecil  A  Southern  Railroad  Co 

16  Maryland,  Delaware  &  Virdnia  Railway  Co. . . . 

16  Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 

17  Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Terminal  Ry.  Co. . . . 

18  Metropolitan  Southern  Railroad  Co 

19  New  York,  Philadelphia  A  Norfolk  R.  R.  Co. . . . 

20  Northern  Central  Railway  Co 

21  Norfolk  A  Western  RailwayCo 

22  Philadelphia.  Baltimore  A  Washington  R.  R.  Co 
28    Union  Railroad  Co 

24  Washington  County  Railroad  Co 

25  Western  Maryland  Railway  Co 

26  York,  Hanover  A  Frederick  Railroad  Co 


812 

4 

370 

46 


« 
10 

7 
2 


2 

4 

2 

13 

48 

289 

98 

2 

1 

126 


,848,632 
,108,796 
,620,339 
,313.214 

234,138 

741,217 
,527,976 

331,279 
,788,378 
.201,085 
,050,282 
,146,068 
55,246 

402.694 
.962,015 
,165,551 

432,956 
,607,438 
.345.241 
,396,969 
,446.708 
.748,364 
,404,972 
.191,650 
,702.357 

906,963 


$163,688 
36,383 

7,826.991 

1,662,426 

17,709 

58,339 

6,075 


43,845 

481,008 

653.707 

38.081 


2,077 

11.809 


1.049 

1,688.686 

2,025,784 

13,515,118 

9,696,967 

14.146 


2,129,949 
8,300 


(a)  Cost  per  mile  of  road  and  equipment,  exclusive  of  floating  equipment. 

(*)  The  asterisk  in  this  table  denotes  that  the  required  figures  were  not  furnished  in  the  report. 

NoTH — ^Deficit  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 


Investment 

in  Road 

June  30, 

1907. 


$12,529,575 
2,607.038 

150.000 

248,854 
2.405.753 

329,424 
3. 183.956 
3.272.153 
5.438.861 
1,866.495 
41.421 

402.562 
1.682.079 
3.399,044 

256,487 

2. 400.000 

4.768,099 

22.719,582 

151,440,746 

59.736.562 

2.208,506 

1,002,019 
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No.  6. 

lODfT,  AND  TBI  DimBIBTITIOlff  OF  SaMB  OH  DbCBIBBB  81,  1918,  A3KD  TBS  AtBHAQB  iNTaffnCBHT  »  ROAS  AND  EqUIFMBNT 

RoadOwnnd. 


DiexBiBxmoN. 


vestment 
E<iuipment 
June  30. 
1007. 

4 

Inreetment 

From 

Julyl, 

1907 

to 

June  30, 

1914. 

6 

Investment 

From 

Jubrl, 

1914 

to 

December  81. 

1918. 

6 

Total 
Investment. 

7 

Length 

of  Road 

Owned, 

MUes. 

8 

Average 

Investment 

Per 

MUe. 

8 

$449,309 

613.222 

295.467,449 

42.900,156 

32,549 

249,919 

3,746 

752 

1,678.177 

3,155,744 

566,140 

75.997 

12.240 

132 

22,682 

403.699 

176.436 

293.593 

4.298.125 

7,748.334 

73.612.713 

11,932.366 

159.746 

17,243 

818,926 

$130,282 
148,681 

75,152.890 

3.413.058 

61.589 

239.086 

37,885 

1.103 

607.583 

2,286.707 

1,045.281 

201.905 

1.584 

$12,848,632 

4.108,796 

370,620,339 

46,313,214 

234,138 

741,217 

2.527,974 

331,279 

5,788.377 

10.291.085 

7.050.282 

2.146.068 

55.245 

402.694 

2,962.015 

4,165.551 

432,956 

2,697.438 

13.345.241 

48.396.969 

289.446.808 

98.748.364 

2.494.972 

1.191.650 

126.702.357 

906.963 

7.24 

87.61 

* 

267.87 

5.43 

* 

28.32 

19.70 

50.98 

108.03 

245.15 

97.64 

7.30 

4.06 

77.43 

80.18 

2.45 

6.68 

121.57 

144.45 

2,073.40 

408.31 

8.25 

27.40 

617.09 

61.14 

$1,774,672 

$1,038,127 

e 

(a)   30,696 

172,894 
43,119 

3.358 
66,370 

89.264 
16.816 

418.662 
1,596,481 

113.542 
95.261 
28.759 

1,671 

22.002 
7.668 

99,185 

1,269,420 
213,230 

12,186 

149.578 

33 

3.845 

1.646.613 

7,516.395 

40,110.228 

18,872,980 

126,720 

172,388 

126,702.357 

88.037 

(a)    21.899 

51.952 

176.717 

403.808 

2,632.474 
10,413,658 
24,383,021 

8,206,456 

109.774 
335.043 
139,600 
241,846 
302.421 

43.490 

e 

0 

205.322 
14.834 
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TABLE 

Showing  roa  Baob  or  thb  Opbratino  Stba.u  Raxlboad  Cobpobatxons  Nambo  Thbrbut  tkb 


Title  or  Cobporation. 


Opbkatxiio  Incomb. 


Railway  Railway 

Operatizig    .    Operatins 
RevenuiM.       Ezpenaea. 


Net 
Revenue 

From 

Railway 

Operations. 


Railway 

Tax 
Aeonials. 


1 
2 
3 
4 
6 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 


*Baltimore,  Chesapeake  &  Atlantic  Railway  Co 

^Baltimore  A  Ohio  Railroad  Co 

^Baltimore  A  Sparrow's  Point  Railroad  Co 

Canton  Railroad  Co 

Chesapeake  Beach  Railway  Co 

^Cumberland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 

^Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Co 

Emmitsburg  Railroad  Co 

^Maryland,  Delaware  &  Vlndnia  Railway  Co 

Maryland  dc  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 

11  *New  York,  Philadelphia  ft  Norfolk  Railroad  Co 

12  ^Northern  Central  Railway  Co 

13  ^Norfolk  A  Western  Railway  Co 

♦Phila..  Balto.  &  Wash.  R.  R.  Co 

Union  Railroad  Co.  (Jan.  1,  1918.  to  March  31,  1918; 
»U>iion  Railroad  Co.  (April  1.  1918,  to  Dec.  31,  1918). 

"^Western  Maryland  Railway  Co , 

*Vork,  Hanover  A  Frederick  Railroad  Co 


14 
15 


16 
17 


S263,65S  I 
140.862  ; 


$229,821 

118,414 

13,135 


$33,837 
32.448 
13,135 


19.901  , 
666,167' 


18,866 
■472;7i8' 


1,035 
i:)3i449 


$12,049 
5.591 
3.480 
6,9U 

142.702 
755 


20.611 
105.605 


22,746 


22,747 


1,716.000 
ids  1205 

"ii7;666 


Title  of  Corporatioic. 


NoN-OPBRATiNa  Inoomb    Continued. 


1  ^Baltimore,  Chesapeake  A  Atlantic  Railway  Co 

2  ^Baltimore  A  Ohio  Railroad  Co 

3  ^Baltimore  A  Sparrow's  Point  Railroad  Co 

4  Canton  Railroad  Co 

5  Chesapeake  Beach  Railwajr  Co 

6  ^Cumberland  A  Pennsylvania  RaUroad  Co 

7  •Cumberland  Valley  Railroad  Co 

8  Emmitsburg  Railroad  Co 

9  ^Maryland,  Delaware  A  Virdnia  Railway  Co 

10  Maryland  A  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 

11  *New  York,  Philadelphia  4c  Norfolk  Railroad  Co 

12  ♦Northern  Central  Railway  Co 

13  ^Norfolk  A  Western  Railway  Co 

14  ♦Phila.,  Balto.  A  Wash.  R.  R.  Co 

15  Union  Railroad  Co.  (Jan.  1,  1918.  to  March  31, 1918) 
♦Union  Railroad  Co.  (April  1.  1918.  to  Dec.  31.  1918) . 

16  ^Western  Maryland  Railwav  Co , 

17  *York,  Hanover  A  Frederick  Railroad  Co 


Miscella- 
neous 
Rents. 


14 

$4,626 

792,051 

101 


Miscella- 
neous Non- 
Operating 
Phsrsieaf 
Property. 

16 

$48 
81,393 


Separately 

Operated 

Properties, 

Profit. 

16 


DividetKl 
Income. 


17 


12 


127 
9,457 


98 


827 


1,601 


190,095 


29,855 


726 


19,601 
1.047 


85 


$114 

$396,487  1,942,383 


12.771 

"so 


432 
849 


53,254 


33,866 


*  Properties  operated  by  United  States  Railroad  Administration. 

Note — Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  7. 

IirCOMB  AOCOXTNT  FOB  TBU  YbA.B  AND  TBB  PsOriT  JLNO  L08S  ACOOXTNT  ON   DaCSMBBR  31,   1918. 


OrmRAmnQ  Inooub — Cyontinued. 


Non-Opbratxng  Incomb. 


tJnooIlect- 

ible 

Railway 

Revenues. 


Railway 

Operating 

Income. 


6 


Misoella- 

neoua 

Operating 

Inoome. 


Total 

Operating 

Income. 


8 


Hire  of 

Freight 

Cars. 

Credit 

Balance. 

9 


Rent  from 
Locomo- 
tives. 


10 


Rent  from 

Passenger 

Cars  and 

Other 

Equipment. 

11 


Joint  Facil- 
ity Rent 
Income. 


12 


Lease 

of 
Roads. 


13 


$86,647 

27,760,429 

SI2,048 
28  188 
18,967 
20,063 

142,702 
280 

$12,049 

28.188 

18,967 

20,053 

142,702 

280 

55,520 

S58 

1 

$9,085 

255,692 

1,228.967 

49.543 

92 

"'ii2;745' 
105,005 

ii2,745 
105,606 

$6,602 

996,051 

1 

2,526,857 

6 

'i',7i6',666' 

1  ,716,006 

20,6.34,952 

2.694,036 

I0e>206 

••••••••••• 

108,205 

• 

346,942 

168,263 

140,347     $2,642 

142,989 

3,075,048 

1 

19,045 

1 

NoN-OPBBATiNa  Incomb — Continued. 


Dbductions  from  Gboss  Income. 


Inoome 

from 

Funded  and 

Unfunded 

Securities. 

18 


$6,799 

1,947,542 

1,053 

3,941 

122 

53,209 

133,963 

280 

942 

2,951 

81.005 


659,580 


1,957 

13,352 

4,618 


Income 

from 

Reserve 

Funds. 

19 


$280 
15,874 


856 


59,092 


4.873 


Miscella- 
neous 
Inoome. 


20 


$9,332 


62,677 
21 


118,970 
1,384 


18,645 


Total  Non- 
Operating 
Income. 


21 


I       $98,515 

32,945,691 

i         56.674 

3.941 

9.219 

371,705 

'   1.386,134 

;  280 

I         51,392 

I  9,553 

I   1,088,180 

!  2,526,357 

21.634,302 

2,695,421 

349,625 

181,615 

3,209,991 

17,998 


Gross 
Inoome. 


22 


$98,515 

32,945.691 

44.625 

32.129 

28.186 

351.652 

1.243.432 

560 

51.392 

122.299 

982,575 

2,526,357 

19,918,295 

2,695,421 

241,420 

181,615 

3,067,002 

17,1 


Hire  of 
Freight 

Cars. 

Debit 
Balance. 

23 


$41,371 
1,180 


547 


17,141 


Rent  for 
Locomo- 
tives. 


24 


Rent  for 
Passenger 
Cars  and 

Other 
Equipment. 

25 


Joint 

Facility 

Rents. 


26 


$26,010 
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TABLE  No.  7 


TiTLi  or  Coarounnx. 

37 

Mi«»ll»- 

"isr- 

30 

[iit««t 
31 

•                                                                    wmrCo. 

499lMfl 

1324,643 

IM1,778 

f5a.63£ 

1 

IS.W 

65,109 

140 

1 

a.flw.jm 

10,000 

1 

iis 

C^. 

T,„..,0o.„„«». 

Cndit 

tnm  iDoomc 
4S 

CblUIN. 

IIU.BTO 

s.soo.soo 

ii 

106,001 

14.884.834 
102:137 

l24,a93.SS0 
134,087 

'•"i:g 

IO2I13T 

i,fle4.se2 

•Urion  Railroad  Co;  (April  i.  IBlsX  I^o*!  31. 1819) . '. '. 

Noil — Deficit,  loH  and  at 
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— Continued. 


DxDUcnoira  fbom  Gboss 
Imcom>— Continued. 

DiapoamoN  or  Nbt  Imcomk. 

Inteieet 

on 

Unfanded 

Debt. 

32 

Miaeella- 

neotts 

Inoome 

Charges. 

33 

Total  De- 
ductions 
fromGroea 
Revenue. 

34 

Net 

Inoome. 

35 

AppUed 

to  ranking 

and  Other 

Reeenre 

Funda. 

36 

Dividend 

Appropiia- 

tionaof 

Inoome. 

87 

Inyest- 

ments  in 

Physical 

Property. 

38 

Miscella- 
neous. 

39 

Total 
Appropria- 
tions of 
Income. 

40 

$52,907 

$100,050 

246,912 

124 

133 

$252,806 

21,920,288 

124 

94,814 

105,526 

223,144 

97,315 

547 

156,483 

97,050 

159.043 

359.989 

4.113.768 

1.107.816 

172 

263 

2,964.865 

7.578 

$154,290 

11.025.403 

44,501 

82,684 

78,340 

128,508 

1,146,117 

13 

106,091 

25,249 

823,532 

2,166,368 

15,804,527 

1.587.605 

241.248 

181.352 

102,137 

26,676 

$280 
31.514 

$280 

1.229.788 

$5,393,389 
43.000 

5,424.008 

43.000 

55,346 

150,809 

18,851 
15,997 

78.200 
856 

426.676 

$5,383 

432,915 

14,116 

806* 

2.833 
6.011 
3.106 
140.387 
1,350 

110 

$20,926 

31 

20.895 

324 

68.052 

300.000 
2.166.172 

919,692 
1,586,220 

368.052 

2.166.172 

15.465 

919,692 

54,523 

1,586,220 

•••«••■•••% 

• 

53 
225,900 

9 

185 

Cbbdits 
— Cont. 

Dbbits. 

Miscella- 
neous 
Credits. 

45 

Debit 

Balance  at 

Beginning 

of  Year. 

46 

Balance 

Transferred 

from 

Income. 

47 

Dividend 
Appropria- 
tion from 
Surplus. 

48 

Debt  Dis- 
count Ex- 
tinguished 
Through 
Surplus. 

49 

Loss  on 
Retired 
Road  and 
Equip- 
ment. 

60 

Miscella- 
neous 
Debits. 

61 

Credit 

Balanoe 

Carried  to 

Balance 

Sheet. 

62 

Debit 

Balance 

Carried  to 

Balance 

Sheet. 

63 

$1,518 

1 
$532,792       $154,570 

$114 

91,677 

36 

$309,466 

6,705,867 

9.822 

$996,424 

281,243 

$3,798,676 

$277 

$20,139,465 
139,577 

12,947 

162,234            62,686 

1,870,639  1         78,340 

1 

224,919 

42 

1,948,921 

11,967 

62,266 



32,811 

' 

12,203 

4.000 

18,780 

324 

77.082 



4,446,148 
653 

1,000 

1,397,499  1       106.001 

638 

1,522.008 

3,284 

768 

"3;546;252" 
3,665,888 
26,676,331 
13,793.928 
2.211.034 
1,935,636 
1.693.545 

22 



100,161 

653,773 

1 

8,437,410 

48! 887 

14.643 
7,119 
2,563 

299.602 



7,777 

456,750 

40,147 

86 

1.722 

541.841  !          26.576 

'-*            ......*. 

567,417 
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Public  Service  Comuission  of  BIabyland 


TiTLI  or  COBPOBITIOH. 


uhiDgton  BJ^ny  ft  ElHt 


Tnu    OF  CoBTOKlTIOtl. 


I  iDCieueOTB 
!         Year. 


270  .MS 
232, in 

i.ioT.nj 


Baltimotc  A  B«l  Air  ElKtric  lUiJiiBy  Co (463 

:    Bdtimon.  Halethorpe  ft  Elkpdn  Rulwmy  Co 

.    BtlUmon.  SpuTow'a  pDbt  &  CEcupenka  RailwB;  Co. 

Blue  Ridfc  Roilwiy  Co I 

<  CbihU]  Tnolion  C>i.  of  Wuhiiwton 34.506 

I    Chunber«burB,  GrrenCMtle  ft  Waynesboto  atrMt  lUilw^  Co 8 ,  7M 

City  ft  Suburbu  lUilwkv  Co.  ol  Wubiutton 834 

.     Cumb«rlimdElmliioa^wByCo i  7,600 

'     CumbeilBQii  ft  Wegternpart  Eleotria  Railway  Ca 1,301 

I     Higentown  ft  Fmdorick  Riilwsy  Co I  725 

Keminalon  iUilwsy  Co 

Lorxios  Electrio  Bulwsy  Co I 

Maryland  Eleetrie  Railwaya  Co. 

United  Railwaya  ft  ElKtns  Co. /      200.030 

WsBhiDclon,  Baltimon  ft  Annapolia  E3eotiio  Railnad  Co. 290.000 

I    WaahincUm  ft  GloD  Ecbo  Railroad  Co. 

WaibinclOD  Inteiurban  Railway  Co. 

WashinEton  Railway  ft  ElMtrlo  Co. i  II  .434 

<  Waahinctonft  Rockville  Railway  Co 

I     WaahiDcUm  ft  Maryland  Railway  Co I 

NoTB — DaSdt,  loaa  and  othar  ravene  itema  on  thb  table  an  printad  in  bold  typa. 
Aiterick  *  danotM  required  ficum  not  giran  on  report. 


3.03T.5e 

14, M 

lfl,287.l( 
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No.  16. 

OV  ASSITS  AMD  TBM  DbIXOR  ON  DXCSMBKB  81.   1918f  AND  TU  CXiASflZnCATION  OF  SuCH  AsnTfl. 


Total* — Continued. 

Dbtails  or  AssBTs. 

^ 

iNVNBTinNTS. 

Corporate 
Deficit. 

3 

InoreueOver 

Preoeding 

Yew. 

4 

Road  and 
Equipment. 

5 

Miaoellaneous 
Physical 
Property. 

6 

Stocks  of 

Affiliated 

Companies. 

7 

Bonds  of 

AffiUated 

Companies. 

8 

Notes  of 

Affiliated 

Companies. 

9 

Advances  to 

Affiliated 

Companies. 

10 

$69,966 

119.227 

3,037.667 

14,963 

18.161,008 

1,180.674 

3,823,966 

506.406 

1.664.184 

6.343.201 

60.000 

43.484 

6.719.260 

72.474,123 

10.743,093 

369.843 

212.060 

32.661.673 

491.388 

96.619 

! 

$27,269 

$2,318 

* "1 • 

1 

1 

1 

-....-....>. 

37 

$101,677 
19.642 

«••   ■'         .-_-- 

$72,120 

$i2i,694 

- 

1 

1 

6i6i966' 

17,420 

4.644 

4,786 

37,848 

307 

42.239 

632.819 

6 
6,813 

6' 

67.372 
173.200 

$66,176 

■■■■$6i,'996" 
93.000 

39.944 

38,862 

301,263 

1.739 
18.483 

36,396 

1 

6,783 

34,773            160.000 

67,624 

29,030 

13.907 

* 

• 

110,000 

68.031 

Cash. 


13 


$3,640 


Special 
Deposits. 


14 


Dntaxls  or  AssBTs — Continued. 


CURBBHT  AsSBTS. 


Loans  and 

Notes 
Receiyable. 


16 


Miscellaneous 

Accounts 

Receivable. 


16 


Materials 

and 
Supplies. 

17 


Interest. 

Dividends 

and  Rents 

Receivable. 

18 


Other 
Current 
Assets. 


19 


Total 
Current 
Assets. 


20 


$3,640 


42.674 
13.100 
61.142 
11.946 
27.193 
29.481 


$432,690 

37.912 

1,060 


$900 


$26,942 

2.173 

16,811 

371 

21.669 

166.998 


$143,010 
6.787 


16,180 

18.060 

104.073 


$7,333 


100 
3,607 


062.660 
59.972 
68.003 
28.496 
66,922 

306,069 


4 

53.130 

274,807 

276.049 


989 

715.847 

6.804 


146.697 


36 

16.000 

4.000 


42.273 
4.626 


104.600 


98.312 

343.126 

133.184 

60 

1.383 

621.807 

76 

6.593 


1,690 

26.804 

1,217.038 

126.873 


289.798 


$1,896 


26.120 
21.876 


26,266 


1,629 

193.246 

1.986.463 

634.107 

60 

2.373 

1,724.611 

32.379 

12.811 
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TABLE  No.  16 


Dbtails  op  Asobts — Contiirafld. 


Dbfkbrsd  Assrrs. 


TiTLB  OF  Corporation. 


Insurance 

and  Other 

Funds. 


Otker 

Deferred 

Assets. 


Total 
Deferred 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 


21 


22 


Baltimore  &  Bol  Air  Electric  Railway  Co 

Baltimore,  Halethorpe  &  Elkiidse  Railway  Co 

Baltimore,  Sparrow's  Point  A  Chesapeake  Railway  Co 

Blue  Ridge  Railway  Co 

Capital  Traction  Ck>.  of  Washin|^n 

Chambersburg,  Qreencastle  A  Waynesbore  Street  Railway  Co. 

City  A  Suburban  Railwav  Co.  of  Washington 

Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co 

Cumberland  A  Westemport  Electric  Bidlway  Co 

Hagerstown  &  Frederick  Railway  Co 

Kensington  Railwa^r  Co 

Loraine  Electric  Railway  Co 

Maryland  Electric  Railway  Co 

United  Railways  ic  Electnc  Co 

Washington,  Baltimore  A  Annapolis  Electric  Ridlroad  Co 

Washington  A  Glen  Echo  Railroad  Co 

Washington  Interurban  Railway  Co 

Washington  Railway  dc  Electric  Co 

Washington  A  Rockville  Railway  Co 

Washington  A.  Maryland  Railway  Co 


S554.942 


(a)  1,811. 762 


$6,012,239 


I 


21,850 


23 


|554,»12 


1.811.762 
6,012,239 


21,850 


(a)  General  sinking  fund  for  first  mortgage  5%  bonds,  $724,164;  special  sinking  fund,  $1,087,597. 

(6)  Includes  $468,700,  discount  on  bonds  sold  to  pay  for  property  leased  to  The  United  Railways  A  Electnc 
Company. 

(c)  Includes  $3,920,000,  past  due  coupons  on  income  bonds  for  which  same  amount  of  5%  funding  bonda  da« 
in  1936  have  been  issued  and  are  outstanding. 
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— Continued. 


Dbtails  ov  Assbts — Continued. 


Rents 

and 

Insuranoe 

Paid  in 
Advance. 

24 

Discount 

on 

Rtoek. 

25 

Discount 

on 

Funded  Debt. 

26 

Property 

Abandoned 

Chargeable 

to  Operating 

Expenses. 

27 

Other 

Unadjusted 

Debits. 

28 

Total 

Unadjusted 

Debits. 

29 

$10,574 

$18,497 

$29,071 

387 

$1,300 

$500 

2,187 

1.166 

1,046 

2,212 

0,855 

9.855 

110 

46.728 

42,372 

89,211 

1,985 

"i2J3d[ed6' 

(6)    533.600 

205,684 

83,226 

646 

(c)4,180,567 

36,025 

536,231 

24,178 

7,141,029 

2,979 

122.231 

6 

6 

9 

198 
16,404 

335 
10,100 

207 

10,526 

389,780 

358 

27 

416,711 

161 

855 

10,127 

Total  Assets. 


30 


Grand  Total. 


31 


$63,968 

119,227 

3,037,567 

14,963 

19,523,755 

1.465.040 

3.895.006 

542,402 

1.642,263 

6,649,152 

60,307 

45,113 

9,260,500 

88,045,185 

11,994,484 

369,899 

214.631 

34,994,361 

634,623 

118,458 


$63 

146 

3,037 

15 

19,523 

1,465 

3,895 

542 

1.642 

6.649 

77 

87 

9,893 

88.045 

11,994 

671 

250 

34,994 

G63 

176 


,968 
.496 
,667 
,000 
,755 
,040 
,006 
,402 
,263 
,152 
,727 
.352 
,319 
,185 
.484 
,152 
,026 
.361 
,653 
,489 


/ 
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TABLE 

Showing  fob  Each  or  thb  Elhctbxc  Railhoad  Cobpobations  Nambo  Thbbbin  thb  Tovai.  Amouir 


TiTLB  OF  COBPOBATION. 


Total*. 


Total 

Ii«bilitiM 

December  31, 

1918. 


IneieMe  Over 

PreeedinK 

Yev. 


1  Baltimore  &  Bel  Air  Railway  Co 

2  Baltimore.  Halethorpe  A  Elkridge  Railway  Co 

3  Baltimore,  Sparrow'a  Point  4  Cneeapeake  Railway  Co 

4  Blue  Ridse  Railway  Co 

6  Capital  Traction  Co.  of  WaahiD«ton 

6  Cfaiambersburg,  Greencastle  A  Wasmesboro  Street  Railway  Co, 

7  City  ft  Suburban  Railway  Co.  of  Washington 

8  Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co 

9  Cumberland  ft  Weetemport  Electric  Railway  Co. 

10  Hageratown  ft  Frederick  Railway  Co 

11  Kensington  Railway  Co 

12  Loraine  Electric  Railway  Co 

13  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Co 

14  United  Railways  ft  Eleotnc  Co 

16  Washington,  Baltimore  ft  Annapolis  Electric  Railroad  Co. . . . . 

16  Washington  ft  Glen  Echo  Railroad  Co 

17  Washington  Interurban  R^way  Co 

18  Washington  Railway  ft  Electric  0> 

19  Washington  ft  Rockville  Railway  Co 

20  Washington  ft  Maryland  Railway  Co , 


$57,676 

146,496 

3,037.567 

15,000 

10,026.262 

1.421,508 

3,785,618 

423.040 

1,389,260 

6,444.533 

77.727 

87,352 

9.893,319 

87,485.615 

11,566.166 

671.152 

250.026 

34,249.252 

663.653 

176.489 


SU6 

2.650 

105.040 


387.313 

9,961 

32,780 

1.120 

18,371 

535.887 

4.644 

4.786 

241,816 

468.066 

1.195.263 

1.034 

22,077 

1.183.070 

59.113 

* 


TiTLS   OF  COBPOBATION.  ' 


DbTAILS  OF  LlABXUTIBS 

—Continued. 

CUBBBNT  LlABXLITXBS 

— Continued. 


Misoellaneotts 
Accounts 
Payable. 


11 


Matured 

Interest, 

Dividends 

and  Rents 

Unpaid. 

12 


1  Baltimore  ft  Bel  Air  Railway  Co 

2  Baltimore,  Halethorpe  ft  Elkridge  Railway  Co 

3  Baltimore,  Sparrow's  Point  ft  Cheeapeake  Railway  Co 

4  Blue  Ridge  Railway  Co 

5  Capital  Traction  Co.  of  Washington 

6  Chambersburg,  Greencastle  ft  Waynesboro  Street  Railway  Co. 

7  City  ft  Suburban  Railway  Co.  of  Washington 

8  Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co 

9  Cumberiand  ft  Westemport  Electric  Railway  Co 

10  Hagerstown  ft  Frederick  Railway  Co 

11  Kensington  Railwajr  Co 

12  Loraine  Electric  Railway  Co 

13  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Co 

14  United  Railways  ft  Electric  Co 

15  Washington,  Baltimore  ft  Annapolis  Electric  Railroad  Co 

16  Washington  ft  Glen  Echo  Railroad  Co 

17  Washington  Interurban  Railway  Co 

18  Washington  Railway  ft  Electric  Co 

19  Washington  ft  Rockville  Railway  Co 

20  Washington  ft  Maryland  Railway  Co 


S566 
3,567 


3,859  ' 
227 
55,022 


10,918 

12.700 

2.728 

7,427 


212,936 

819 

22,076 

4.950 

64,945 

634 


$223,093 
■  21363 


30.161 

48.210 

145.596 

246.836 

197,500 

18.760 

42,154 

9,250 


(a)  First  Mortgage  Bonds  matured  June  Ist,  1916. 

Asterisk  (*)  denotes  absence  of  required  figures. 

NoTB — Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  17. 

ov  LiABiurins  astd  tem  Sobplus  on  Dbcsvbbr  31,  1918,  and  tbb  Cz*<i88;nc^TioN  op  Bxjca  Liabiutibb. 


ToTALB— Continued. 


Corporate 
Surplus. 


3 


$6,292 


497,493 
43.532 
100.388 
119.362 
253.003 
204.619 


659.570 
428.318 


745.109 


IncreaBO 

Over 
Preredinc 

Tear. 


$3,242 


167.946 

10.270 

6.343 

1.225 

4.309 

25.891 


700,213 
87,530 


Capital 

Stook. 


$46,250 

10.000 

400.000 

15.000 

12.000.000 

600.000 

1.750,000 

200,000 

625.000 

2.355.450 

25.000 

5.000 

1.164,000 

20,484.200 

4,455.750 

200,000 

50,000 

15,000.000 

275.000 

10.100 


Dbtaii.8  op  Liab^litibs. 


Lono-Tbbm  Dbbt. 


CURBBNT  LlABIUTlBB. 


Fond^ 

Debt, 

UnmMtured. 


Non- 
Negotiable 
Debt  to 
Affiliated 
Companies. 


Total 

Long-Term 

Debt. 


8 


.  Loans 
and  Notes 
Payable. 


0 


Audited 

Aoooonts 

and  Wages 

Payable. 

10 


1 

$136,000 
634,000 

$2,000,000 

$2,000,000 

5,606,000 

6.606,000 
793,400 

1,839,900 
100,000 
655,000 

3,032,000 
35,000 

200,000 

$54a 

703.400 

$89,909 

10,772 

1.750.000 

12,650 

100.000 

10,000 
72.744 

800,000 

450 

49.462 

526,026 

655.000 

9,209 

3.019,000 
35,000 

13,000 

111.656 

''6!i69!928 

6,166.928 

58,639 

5,832,000 

72,061 

154.258 

17,465,350 

185,000 

96,000 

81,869 

58.639.000 

670,612 

5.239.000 

oa.ooo 

117,237 

50.000             22.061 

150.000                4.258 

250 

17.465.350 

246,200 
90,055 
60,600 

235,960 

185.000 

691 

96.000 

Dbtaxls  op  LiABiUTiBs — Conttnusd. 


CuBSBirr  LiABiUTiBS — Continued. 


Unaajusikd  CRBDlTa 


Matured   • 
Funded  Debt 
Unpaid. 

13 

Accrupd 

Interest. 

Dividends 

and  Rents 

Payable. 

14 

Other 

Current 

LiabiUties. 

15 

Total 

Current 

Liabilities. 

16 

Deferred 
LiahiliticB. 

17 

Tax 
Uability. 

18 

Insurance 

and  Casualty 

Reserves. 

19 

Operating 
Ite^nree. 

1 

20 

$226 

$226 
136.566 
637.567 

$60 

• 

$23,858 

7,032 

36,458 

1,250 

6,052 

48,395 

104 

451.453 
3.966 

106.504 
11.250 
89.873 

970.868 
13,254 
82.352 

700,378 
1,584.847 

665,368 

398.319 
44,202 

647.868 

158.573 
70.389 

$2,949 

180.863 

1.915 

12,557 

$194,150 
1.709 

$6,203 

372 

1.868 

2.587 
301 

860 
74 

653 

86,851 

759,739 

88,368 

1.811,762 
6.323,573 

12.901 

203.383 

440.622 

43 

460 

21,404 

55,141 

(a)$200,000 

3,125 

118,477 

2,632 

3,900 

1,506 

118 

14 
11 

91.084 

14,821 

5.355 

474 
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TABLE  No.  17 


TrruB  OF  Cobpobjiiion. 


Dbtails  of  LiABiums 
— Conttnued. 


UNADJvano  Crbdets 
— Gontuuied. 


1  Baltimore  ft  Bel  Air  Railway  Go 

2  Baltimore,  Halethorpe  ft  Etkridge  Railway  Co 

3  Baltimore,  Sparrow*!  Point  ft  Cbesapeake  Railway  Co 

4  Blue  Ridoe  RjOlway  Co 

5  Capital  Traotion  Co.  of  Waahimtton 

6  Chambersburg,  Oreenoastle  ft  Waynoeboro  Street  Railway  Co. 

7  City  ft  Suburban  Railway  Co.  of  Washington 

8  Cumberland  Electrio  Railway  Co 

9  Cumberland  ft  Westemport  Electric  Railway  Co 

10  Ebgerstown  ft  Frederick  Railway  Co 

11  Kensington  Railway  Co 

12  Loraine  Electric  Railway  Co 

13  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Co 

14  United  Railways  ft  Eleottio  Co 

16  Washington,  Baltimore  ft  Annapolis  Electric  Railroad  Co 

16  Washington  ft  Qlen  Echo  Railroad  Co. 

17  Washington  Interiirban  Railway  Co 

18  Washington  Railway  ft  Electric  Co 

19  Washington  ft  Rookville  Railway  Co 

20  Washington  ft  Maryland  Railway  Co 


Accrued 

Depreciation. 

Road  and 

Equipment. 

21 
$11,200 


Other 

Unadjusted 

Credit*. 


22 


554,793 
16,749 
73,876 

111,790 

17,660 

82,874 

4,472 


44,592 

188.919 

571,402 

729 

60 

911,968 

36,069 


$29,850 

268 

2.400 


2,400 


27.832 
61,682 
36.882 


118.146 


NoTB — DeBcit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  tsrpe. 
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— Continued. 


Dbtail  ov  LiABiuTUfi — Gk>tttinued. 


Unaojustbd 
Cbxoits — 
Continued. 


Total 

Unadjusted 

Credits. 


23 


$11,200 


965.859 
20.642 
80,205 

111,790 

19,386 

85,562 

4,472 

"i67',25i' 

453.994 

1,113,048 

772 

1,566 

1.136,020 

36.069 


Totdi 
liabiKtiee. 


^ 

957,676 

146.496 

3,037,567 

15.000 

19.026.262 

1,421.508 

3.785.618 

423,040 

1.389.260 

6.444,533 

77,727 

87,352 

9.893.319 

87,485.615 

11,566.166 

671,152 

250,026 

34.249,252 

663,653 

176,489 


COBPOBATB  SUBPLXJa. 


Additions 

to 
Property 
Througn 
Surplus. 

25 


$136,400 


Sinking 
Fund 


26 


Total 

Appropriated 

wirplus. 


27 


Profit  and 


28 


$6,500 


1Q7.200 


1,991 


$6,500 


197.200 
136.400 


1,991 


$6,292 
27,268 


497.493 


109,388 
112.862 


204.619 

42,239 
632,819 
362,370 
291,918 
301,253 

38,386 
743,118 

29,830 

58,831 


Corporate 
Surplus. 


29 


$6,292 
27,289 


497.493 

43,532 

109.388 

119,362 

253,003 

204.619 

17,420 

42,238 

832  319 

559,570 

428.318 

301,253 

36,385 

745.109 

28,830 

58,031 


Grand 
Total. 


30 


$63,968 

110.227 

3,037,567 

16.000 

19.523,765 

1.465,040 

3.895,006 

542,402 

1.642,263 

6.649.152 

60,307 

45.113 

9.260.500 

88.045.185 

11,094,484 

369.899 

214,631 

34,994,361 

634.623 

118.458 
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TABLE 


flaowiNQ  FOB  Each  or  nn  BLacnio  Rauboad  CoBPOBAnoira  Namid  Thsbkit  tkb  Avoumt  of  Axa  Cx«AMit 

Cobpobation),  Ain>  a  CLAuiFiCAnoir  of  Tna 


I 

2 

3 

4 

5 

« 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

le 

17 
18 
10 
20 
21 


Tma  of  Ck>BPOBAnoiT. 


Totals. 


All  CLAaiBs. 


Amount 

Outatanding 

December  31. 1918. 


Oirer 
Preeedioc  Tew. 


1  Baltimore  ft  Bel  Air  Eleotrio  Railway  Co 

2  Baltimore,  Ualethorpe  ft  Blkndge  Railway  Co 

3  Baltimore,  Sparrow's  Point  ft  Chesapeake  Railway  Co 

4  Blue  Ridge  Railway  Co 

5  Capital  Traotion  Co.  of  Waahineton 

6  Chambersburg,  Oreencaatle  ft  Waynesboro  Street  Railway  Co. 

7  City  ft  Suburban  Railway  Co.  of  Washington 

8  Cumberland  Eieotno  Railway  Co 

9  Cumberland  ft  Westernport  Electric  RailWay  Co 

10  Hagerstown  ft  Frederick  Railway  Co 

11  Kensington  Railway  Co 

12  Ix>raine  Electric  Riulway  Co 

13  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Co 

14  Towson  ft  Cookeysville  Electric  Railway  Co 

15  United  Railways  ft  Electnc  Co 

16  Washington,  Baltimore  ft  Annapolis  Electric  Railroad  Co 

17  Washington  ft  Qlen  Echo  Railroad  Co 

18  Waahington  Interurban  Railway  Co 

19  Washington  Railway  ft  Electnc  Co 

20  Washmirton  ft  Rockville  Railway  Co 

21  Washington  ft  Maryland  Railway  Co 


946,250 

10.000 

2,400.000 

15.000 

17.606.000 

1.393.400 

3,500,000 

300,000 

1,280.000 

5,374,450 

60,000 

5,000 

7,273.928 

36.400 

79,123.200 

9.694.750 

250.000 

200.000 

32.465.350 

460.000 

106,100 


165.000 


36 ,060 


95.000 

m.'ooo' 


TmJB  OF  COBPOBATXON. 


DVTAILa  OF  FUMDBO   Di 

— Continued. 


Collateral 
Trust 
Bonds. 


Ineome  Bonds. 


10 


Baltimore  ft  Bel  Air  Electric  Railway  Co 

Baltimore,  Haiothorpe  ft  Elkridge  Railway  Co 

Baltimore,  Sparrow's  Point  ft  Chesapeake  Railway  Co 

Blue  Ridge  Railway  Co 

Capital  Traction  Co.  of  Washinirton 

Chambersburg,  Greencastle  ft  Waynesboro  Street  Railway  Co. 

City  ft  Suburban  Railway  Co.  of  Washington 

Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co 

Cumberland  ft  Westernport  Electric  Railway  Co 

Hagerstown  ft  Frederick  Railway  Co. . . 

Kensington  Railway  Co 

Tjoraine  Electric  Railway  Co 

Maryland  Electric  Railways  Co 

Towson  ft  Cookeysville  Electnc  Railway  Co 

United  Railways  ft  Electnc  Co 

Washington.  Baltimore  ft  Annapolis  Eleotrio  Railroad  Co 

Washington  ft  Glen  Echo  Railroad  Co 

Washington  Interurban  Railway  Co.*. 

Washington  Railway  ft  Electric  Co 

Washington  ft  Rockville  Railway  Co 

Washington  ft  Maryland  Railway  Co 


fl3.9B7.000 


Nora — Deficit*  loas  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  18. 


Of  SaovBrms  OirraTANDnfo  oil  Dsoiiibbb  81,  1018  CExolvotb  ov  Akt  Sucb  as  abb  Hblo  bt  tsb  Imuuto 
SaouBmBs  BBnmBBr  Fuitdbd  Dbbt  axd  Stooks. 


ToTALa— OontinokL 


FuMBBD  Dbbt. 


Stocki. 


Dbtaili  of  Fundbd  Dbbt. 


AxBount  Ibotbms 

OatoUadiac      I  Ovor 

I>eoember81,1018.i   Praoediac  Year. 


•  «•■••■■•■••••■•• 

$2,000,000 

6,606,000 
708,400 

1,760.000 

1 

100,000 

1 

666,000 

3,010,000 
36,000 

166.066 

0,100,028 

38,000 

68.630.000 

6,280,000 
60,000 

06,000 

160,000 

17.i66,350 
186,000 

000.000 

06,000 

Amouat 

Outstandiac 

Deoember  81, 1018. 


846,260 

10,000 

400,000 

16,000 

12,000.000 

600,000 

1.760.000 

200,000 

626,000 

2.866.460 

26,000 

6.000 

1,164,000 

86,400 

20,484.200 

4,466,760 

200.000 

00,000 

16,000,000 

276,000 

10,100 


Over 
Praoediac  Year. 


BquipiBeat 
Obligationa. 


Mortcage 
Boads. 


82,000,000 


8168,028 


6,606.000 
708,400 

1,760,000 
100,000 
666.000 

2,130.000 
36,000 


6.046,000 


34,002.000 

6,230,000 

60,000 

160,000 

17,466,860 

186,000 

06,000 


Dbtaxlo  of  FUKDBa 


DBTAiLa  OF  Stooxb. 


Comioir. 


PaBFBSBBn. 


MieoeUaneooi 
Obligataoat. 


11 


8880,000 


0,670,000 


Amooat 
Oatolaadiaa 
Deoember  81, 
1018. 

12 

laereMe 

Over 

Preoediag 

Year. 

13 

1 

Aaioaai 
OtttiUadiaa 
DMembwSl. 

Moia 

14 

laereaee 

Over 

Preoediag 

Year. 

15 

846.260 

10,000 

400,000 

16,000 

12.000.000 

800.000 

••••••••••^•••■••e*s 

$866,666 

1.760.000 

200.000 

• 

626,000 

1,612,060 

842,600 

26,000 

6,000 

1,164.000 

86.400 

20,461,200 

23,000 
1,466,760 

3,000,000 

200.000 

60.000 

■  •■•••••••••ee«««««» 

# 

6,500.000 

8,800,000 

276,000 

10,100 

/!;::;:!::!!:::;:::;:; 

[ 

*•*   .   ••.       ••*• 
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TABLE 

Sbowino  fob  Each  or  thb  Elbctric  Railboao  CoRroRATiONt  Nambo  Tbbbbin  tbm  Funded  Dbbt  and  CAKrAX» 

THB  ISIUINQ  CoBPORATIOy),  DBBCBimON  OV  SaMB,  RaTB  PbB  CbMT,  TRB  AmOUNT  or  iNTBBBffr  Acc»uui€ 


1 

2 
8 

4 
5 
6 


7 
8 
9 


10 


11 

12 
13 


14 


15 
16 
17 
18 
19 


20 
21 


Funded  Dbbt. 


Pbincipal. 


TiTLB  or  Corporation. 


DeBcription 
Bonds. 


Date. 


Date 
of 

Ma- 
turity. 


Amount 

Oatatand- 

inc. 


Baltimore  A  Bel  Air  Electric  Railway  Co 

Baltimore,  Halethorpe  A  Elkridse  Ry.  Go 

Baltimore,  Sparrow's  Point  ft  CEesapeake  Ry.  Co 1st  Mortgace. 

Blue  Ridae  Railway  Co i 

Capital  Traction  Co.,  Waahinffton.  D.  C '  1st  Mortcace. 

Cbambersburg,  Greencaatle  ft  Wasmesboro  Street  Railway  Co.  <  1st  Mortgage. 

;  2nd  Mortgage. 
1st  Refunded 
1st  Refunded 

City  ft  Suburban  Ry.  Co.,  Wasidngton.  D.  C 1st  Mortgage. 

Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co :  1st  Mortgage. 

Cumberland  ft  Westemport  Electric  Ry.  Co. 


1903 


1953     .82.000,000 


1907  1947  5,606.000 
1903  1933     ,       300,000 

1908  1938  290.500 
1911  1941  163.000 
1914  1941  30.000 
1898  1948  1.750.000 
1903  1923  100.000 


1st  Mortgage. 
1st  Mortgage. 


Frostburg.  Elkhart  ft  Cumberland  Ry.  Co 
-  Lonaconing,  Midland  ft  Frostburg  Ry.  Co. 

Westemport  ft  Lonaconing  Ry.  Co \  1st  Mortgage. 

Hagerstown  ft  Frederick  Railway  Co I  lat  Mortgage. 

Gold  Notes. 


CoUat.  Trust. 
1st  Mortgage. 
1st  Mortgage, 
let  Mortgage. 
1st  Mortgage. 
Ist  Mortgage. 
1st  Mortgage. 
1st  Mortgage. 


Hagerstown  ft  Boonsboro  Ry.  Co 

Hagerstown  ft  Myersville  Ry.  Co 

Hagerstown  ft  Northern  Ry.  Co 

Frederick  ft  Middletown  R.  R.  Co , 

Mottocacy  Valley  Ry.  Co 

Frederick  Gas  ft  Electric  Co 

Frostburg  Illuminating  ft  Manufacturing  Co 

Kensington  Railway  Co I  1st  Mortgage. 

!   Consolidated 

Loraine  Electric  Railway  Co [ 

Maryland  Electric  Railways  Co ,  1st  Mortmto* 

Equipment. 
Equipment. 

Balto.  ft  Annapolis  Short  Line  R.  R.  Co :  Ist  Mortgage. 

United  Railways  ft  Electric  Co I  1st  Mortgage. 

Income. 

Funding. 

Notes.     ^ 

,Con.Gold  Notes 

iCon.Gold  Notes 

Central  Railway  Co [ist  Morteage. 

Exp  I  ft  Imp. 

City  ft  Suburban  Ry.  Co , 

Baltimore  Traction  Co , 

North  Baltimore  Passenger  Ry.  Co , 

Lake  Roland  Elevated  Ry  Co , 

Washington,  Balto.  ft  Annapolis  Electric  R.  R.  Co , 

Washington  ft  Glen  Echo  Railroad  Co [  2nd  Mortgage. 

Washington  ft  Great  Falls  Ry.  ft  Power  Co Ist  Mort^ige. 

Washington  Interurban  Railway  Co 1st  Mortgage. 

Washington  Railway  ft  Electric  Co ,  Consolidated. 

Geni  Mortgage. 

Metropolitan  R.  R.  Co |  1st  Mortgage. 

Anaoostia  ft  Potomac  R.  R.  Co ^. ,  1st  Mortgage. 

Washington  ft  Rookville  Railway  Co. . .  .T. ;  1st  Mortgage. 

Washington  ft  Maryland  Railway  Co Geni  Mortgage. 


1901 
1901 
1903 
1914 
1917 
1917 
1902 
1904 
1907 
1905 
1908 
1904 
1899 
1902 
1909 


1926 
1926 
1928 
1944 
1927 
1932 
1922 
1924 
1927 
1935 
1925 
1929 
1929 
1922 
1934 


I 


230,000 

200,000 

225.000 

1,324.000 

600.000 

280.000 

110.000 

120.000 

200.000 

126,000 

30.000 

179.000 

50,000 

15.000 

20.000 


Ist  Mortgage. 
Ist  Mortgage. 
1st  Mortgage. 
1st  Mortgage. 
1st  Mortgage. 


1906 
1910 
1913 
1906 
1899 
1899 
1906 
1916 
1917 
1917 
1892 
1897 
1892 
1899 
1892 
1892 
1911 
1898 
1912 
1916 
1902 
1918 
1805 
1899 
1915 
1917 


1931 
1911-1919 
1914-1924 
1946 
1949 
1949 
1936 
1921 
1922 
1922 
1932 
1932 
1922 
1929 
1942 
1942 
1941 
1918 
1937 
1946 
1951 
1925 
1925 
1949 
I  1965 
1947 


4.946.0OO 

lO.tOS 

153.000 

1.000,000 

26.450.000 

13.977.000 

3,920.000 

1,244.000 

1,506.000 

3.ooojm> 

692.000 

600.000 

3.000,000 

1,500.000 

1,750.000 

1,000.000 

5,144.000 

50.000 

500,000 

150.000 

11,642.350 

1,000.000 

1,850.000 

2,979.000 

185.000 

06.000 
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No.  19. 


Stock  OvrflTANDZNO  ox 

OH  FUNOBD  DbBT  AND 


DaoaiiBBB  81, 1918  (ExoLuazra  or  Suob  Fundbo  Dbbt  and  Capital  Stock  as  abb  Hbld  bt 
Amount  of  DirmBNBi  1>bclabbd  on  Capital  Stock  Dxtbino  thb  Ybab. 


FuNDBD  Dbbt — Coot. 


Intbbbst. 


Stocks. 


COMVON. 


Pbbfbbbbd. 


Rata 

Per 

Cent. 

6 

Dates 

When 
Payable. 

6 

1 

Amount 
Outstanding. 

7 

Dividends 
Deolared 

During 

Year. 

8 
S2,776 

Rate 

Per 

Cent. 

9 
6 

Amount 
Outstanding. 

10 

Dividends 

Declared 

During 

Year. 

11 

Rate 

Per 

Cent. 

12 

$46,260 

10,000 

400,000 

16.000 

12.000,000 

300,000 

•  • » 

I 

41 

F.ftA. 

1 

6 

J.ftD. 

J.  ft  J. 

A.ftO. 

A.ftO. 

A.ftO. 

F.ftA. 

A.  ftO. 

720.000 

6 

6 

$366,666  j        $15,666 

6 

6 

6 

1 

5 

1,760,000 
200,000 
026,000 

6 

16,000 

8 

6* 

6 

J.ftD. 

J.ftD. 

J.  ft  J. 

A.  ftO. 

M.ftN. 

M.ftS. 

F.ftA. 

J.  ft  J. 

F.ftA. 

J.ftD. 

J.  ft  J. 

J.  ft  J. 

J.  ft  J. 
Mch.  Quart'y 
Moh  Quart V- 

6 

6 

6 

1,612,950 

842,600 

12,637 

11 

6 

6 

6 

.............1............. 

6 

5 

6 

6 

1 

6 

1 

6 

. 

"!'"!'!.!..!.'.'!" 

5 

26,000 





6 

6,000 
1,164,000 

■  ••■•••••••• 

.........•...,■.-.-..-.  —  -- 

5 

A.ftO. 

F.ftA. 

J.ftD. 

F.ftA. 

M.  ft  S. 

J.ftD. 

J.ftD. 

F.ftA. 

F.ftA. 

F.ftA. 

M.ftN. 

M.ftS. 

J.ftD. 

M.  ftN. 

J.ftD. 

M.ftS. 

M.ftS. 

M.ftN. 

J.ftD. 

F.ftA. 

J.ftD. 

J.ftD. 

F.ftA. 

A.ftO. 

M.  ftN. 

J.  ft  J. 

1 ■ 

6 

6 

'•"**"*••*** 

6 

*  *  * 

4 
4 

20,461,200 

818,448 

4 

23.000 

920 

4 

6 

....^........ - 

5 

6 

1 

6 

........1.. 

1 

6 

1               ...... 

6 

""!"!!!!..!...! 

• 

6 

' 

t 

6 
6 

3,000,000 

200,000 

300,350 

50,000 

6.600,000 

406,000 

134 

1,466,760 

87,360 

6 

6 

5 

4 
6 

326,000 

6 

"*8;666;666 426,666 

1     ........._.. 

6 

6 

5 

6 

*  276,666 
10,100 

6 

1 

s 

1 


SB 


I  |i|i  -1111:1111 


liS 


ai 
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PuBuc  Service  Ck>MMiSBiON  of  Mabyland 


TABLE 

SaowiNO  Fos  Each  or  ram  Euictbic  Raxuioad  CoBPOXAnoiri  Naiod  Thbuxn 


TXTLB  OF  COBPOXATIOlf. 


OPBBATINa  iHCOm. 


Railway 
Operating 
Rerenuea. 


Railway 
Operating 
Expenses. 


Net 

Revenue* 

Railway 

Operations. 


Net 

Revenue, 

Auxiliary 
Operations. 


1  Baltimore  A  Bel  Air  Eleo^rio  Railway  Co 

2  Baltimore,  Halethorpe  A  Elkridge  Railway  Co 

3  (a)  Baltimore,  Sparrow's  Point  A  Chesapeake  Railway  Co.. . . 

4  (6)  Blue  Ridge  Railway  Co 

5  Capital  Traction  Co.  of  Washington 

6  Chambersburg,  Greencastle  &  Waynesboro  Street  Ry.iCo. 

7  City  A  SuburMn  Railway  Co.  of  Washington 

8  Cumberlimd  Eleotrio  Railway  Co 

0  Cumberland  A  Westemport  Electric  Railway  Co 

10  Hagerstown  de  Frederick  Railway  Co 

11  Kensington  Railwa^r  Co 

12  Loraine  Electric  Rtulway  Co 

18  Maryland  Electric  Railways  Co 

14  United  Railways  A  Eleotnc  Co 

1 5  Washington,  Baltimore  A  Annapolis  Electric  Railroad  Co. . 

16  Washington  A  Qlen  Echo  Railroad  Co 

17  Washington  Intenirban  Railway  Co 

18  Washingt6n  Railway  A  Electric  Co 

19  Washington  A  Rockville  Railway  Co 

20  Waddngton  A  Maryland  Railway  Co 


$19,935 
16,762 


$17,415 
10.987 


3.529 

127 

707 

143 

197 

369 

.  8 

2 

476 

11.929 

2,902 


,854 
,221 
,068 
.200 
,605 
.066 
.337 
,173 
.800 
,701 
,014 


21.504 

3.217.451 

84.691 

2.591 


2.083.060 

80,831 

573,409 

115,059 

142,113 

276.649 

10.926 

2.641 

334.944 

7,436,307 

1,740,281 

170 

31.144 

2.291,822 

90,966 

2,645 


$2,520 
4.776 


1.446,794 

46,390 

133,659 

28,150 

55.492 

92.417 

2,689 

467 

141.856 

4,493,394 

1.161,733 

170 

9,640 

925.629 

6,275 

64 


(e)$103,65» 


(cf)  127,188 


TrrLx  or  Cobposation. 


NoN-OpBRATiMa  Iiroom 
— Continued. 


DsDircnoirs 


Gnoas 
Ihco 


Miscella-     Total  Non- 
neous         Operating 


Income. 


14 


income. 


16 


Gross 
Income. 


16 


Rent  for 
Leased 
Roads. 

17 


1 
2 


m 


5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 


Baltimore  A  Bel  Air  Electric  Raiiwajr  Co , 

Baltimore,  Halethorpe  A  Elkridge  Riulway  Co 

Baltimore,  Sparrow's  Point  A  Chesapeake  Railway  Co. 

Blue  Ridge  Railway  Co 

Capital  Traction  Co.  of  Washington , 


Chambersburg,  Greencastle  ^.Waynesboro  Street  Ry.  Co. 
City  A  Suburban  Railway  Co.  of  Washington , 


Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co. 

Cumberland  A  Westernport  Electric  Railway  Co 

Hagerstown  A  Frederick  Railway  Co 

Kensington  Railway  Co 

Loraine  Electric  Railway  Co 

Maryland  Electric  Railway  Co 

United  Railways  A  Electric  Co 

Washington,  Baltimore  A  Annapolis  Electric  Railroad  Co. . 

Washington  A  Glen  Echo  Railroad  Co 

Washington  Intenirban  Railway  Co 

Washington  Railway  A  Electric  Co 

Washington  A  Rockville  Railway  Co 

Washington  A  Maryland  Railway  Co 


$4,771 
667 


8,658 
13.592 


$13,680 

3.660 

316 


9.879 
33.437 


8.412 
5.424 


274.732 
83.061 
17,953 


2,906 


702,772 
10,500 


$2,349 
4.378 


1,173.484 

44,040 

99,457 

23,025 

56,789 

229,513 

2,894 

487 

391.508 

3,416,003 

783,448 

418 

10,727 

1,457,125 

1,285 

64 


435.228 


(a)     Road  operated  by  The  United  Railways  A  Electric  Co. 

(6)     Road  operated  by  The  Chambersburg,  Greencastle  A  Waynesboro  St.  Railway  Co. 

(e)    Net  Incomejfrom  Gas  and  Electric  operations. 

(d)    Net  Income  from  Power  Contracts. 

(«)     Includes  Taxes,  $14,060. 

NoTB— Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 


PuBuc  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 


483 


No.  21. 

Inoomb  and  Ttu  Pbort  and  Loss  Account  tok  tbb  Ybar  Endbd  Decbmbbr  31,  1918. 


OPBBATiNa  Imcomb — Continued. 


Non-Opbbating  Incomb. 


Net 
Operating 
Revenue. 


Taxes 

Assignable 

to 

Railway 

Operations. 


Operating 
income. 


e 


Miscella- 
neous Rent 
Income. 


8 


Dividend 
Income. 


0 


Income  from 

Release 

Income  from    Unfunded 

Income  from 

of 

Funded     i   Securities 

Reserve 

Premium 

Securities.           and 

Funds. 

on  Funded 

Accounts. 

Debt. 

10 


u 


12 


13 


$2,520 
4,776 


$171 
396 


$2,349 
4.378 


1.446.794 

46,390 

133.639 

28,149 

55.492 

196.076 

2,888 

487 

141.866 

4.493.394 

1.288.921 

178 

8,848 

925.629 

6,275 

54 


286.990 

6.000 

34.518 

5.124 

8,582 

305* 

'  '25,6si 

1.160,452 

523,426 

246 

1.087 

171,276 

2.939 


1.159 

40 

99 

'    23 

46 

196 

2 

116 

3,332 

765 

10 

754 
9 


.804 
.389 
.141 
.025 
,910 
.076 
384 

467 
.775 
.942 
.495 

418 

,727 

.353 

,214 

64 


$1,600 


$150 


$2,852 


$5,866 

1.243 

316 


$191 


425 
152 


r96 


19,617 


$75 


272,510 
2.570 
2.571 


24.992  I 


H41 

43,810 

9.958 


660.000 


8,000 


Dbductions  from  Gboss  Incoub — Continued. 


31.757 
10,500 


3.277 


109 


Fboitt  and  Loss. 


Cbbdits. 


Interest 

OD  Funded 

Debt. 


18 


Interest  on 

Unfunded 

I>ebt. 


19 


Amortisa- 
tion of 

Discount 

on  Funded 

Debt. 

20 


Miscella- 
neous. 
Debits. 


21 


Total 

Deductions 

from 

Gross 

Income. 

22 


$6,697 


$6,697 


Net  , 
Income 

Transferred 
to  Profit 

and  Loss. 

23 

$2,349 
2,318 


Credit 
Balance 

at 

Beginning 

of  Year. 

24 
$9,534 


Balance     | 

^'ftSS™^'  Donations. 
Income.     1 

25         !  26 

$2,349 


$280,300 

26.470 

87,500 

5.000 

32.750 

166.115 

1.750 


307.876 

2,530.431 

267.078 


7,500 

709.227 

9,250 


$300 


5.394 

800 

3,555 

5.657 


$4,809 
"ii226 


2,027 


(e)  17,143 


4,318 
37.858 
32.512 
15.394 

1.224 

256 

15.109 

5,444 

3.900 


285,395 

26.770 

94.114 

6,800 

36,305 

190.942 

1.750 


39.410 
2.984 


2,445 
45.769 
11.344 


I 


10.754 
8 


9.607 
490 


348.179 

3,083.351 

288.912 

1.324 

7.756 

744,698 

15,192 

3.900 


888.089 

17,270 

5,343 

17.225 

20.484 

38.570 

4,644 

4,788 

43,329 

332,652 

494,536 

1,748 

18,483 

712.426 

13,887 

3,954 


329,. 547 
33.262 
104,045 
111,637 
248,694 
178,727 


888.089 
17,270 
5.343 
17,225 
20.484 
38,570 


1.066,988 
456,853 


43,329 
332,662 
494.536 


772,866 


712.426 


$11,500 


11.127 
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1 

2 


1^1 


6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

10 

20 


TABLE  No.  21 


Trrui  oy  CoBPOHAnoif. 


Pbout  AMD  LoM— Oontiimed. 


Gbbdit*— <^ntinuad. 


MiMeUa- 

neotts 

CrediU. 


27 


Total 
Credits. 


28 


Debit 
BaUnoeat 
Beginning 
of  ~" 


29 


Baltimore  A  Bel  Air  Electric  Railway  Co. 

Baltimore»  Halethorpe  A  Elkridge  Railway  Co 

Baltimore,  Sparrow's  Point  A  Cneaapeake  Railway  Co.. . . 

Blue  Ridge  Railway  Co 

Capital  tTaction  Co.  of  Washington 

Qiambereburg,  Qreenoastle  &  Wayneeboro  Street  By.  Co. 

City  A  Suburban  Railway  Co.  of  Washington 

Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co. .  ^ 

Cumberland  ft  Westemport  Electric  Railway  Co. 

Hagerstown  ft  Frederick  Railway  Co 

Kensington  Railwajr  Co. 

Londne  Electric  Riulway  Co 

Maryland  Electric  Railways  Co 

United  Railways  ft  Electric  Co 

Washington,  Baltimore  ft  Annapolis  Electric  Railroad  Co. . 

Washington  ft  Great  Falls  Railway  ft  Power  Co 

Washington  Interurban  Railway  Co 

Washington  Railways  ft  Eleotnc  Co 

Washington  ft  Rockville  Railway  Co 

Washington  ft  Maryland  Railway  Co 


$48 
12,500 


$11,883 


41 


15,325 
1.137 


985 


1,217.684 
63.032 
109,388 
128.862 
269.178 
217.256 


43,829 

1.426.465 

952.526 


$24,951 
37 


I 


1.497.393 


12,775 

37.453 

670,668 


299.513 
16.912 


15.123 
52.634 


frain 


30 


4,614 
4.786 


1.740 
18.48S 


18,907 
8.954 


NoTB — ^Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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— Continued. 


Fboiit  AMD  Losa— Continned. 


Dnsira — Continued. 


Appropria- 
tions ol 
Swplusto 
Sinking  Funds 
and  Other 
Beaenres. 

31 

Dividend 
Appropria- 
tions 

Surplus. 
32 

Surplus 
Invested 

in 
Physical 
Property. 

33 

Debt 
Discount 

Ex- 
tinguished 
Through 
Surplus. 

34 

MisceDa- 
neous 
Appro- 
priations 

of 
Surplus. 

35 

Delayed 
Income 
Debits. 

36 

Miscella- 
neous 
Debits. 

37 

Total 
Debits. 

38 

Ci«dit 

Balance 

Carried  to 

Balance 

Sheet. 

39 

■      '    t> 

Debit   • 

Balance- 

Carried  to 

Balance. 

Sheet; 

40      . 

$2,776 

$2,816 

$6,691 
27.269 

$6,292 

1 

$27,269 

37 

720.000 
16.000 

191 
2,000 

720,191 
19.600 

497.493 
43,632 
109,388 
112,862 
253,003 
204,619 

$2,600 

16.000 

16,000 
16,176 
12,687 
17,420 
42,239 

676,148 
1,064.096 

660,609 

301.263 
86.396 

764.274 
29.030 
68.031 

S16.175 

» 

12.637 

17,420 

42,239 

$2,902 

2,678 

227,727 

864 

* '362i876' 
291,917 

"748;ii8' 

632,819 

819.368 
582.346 

$17,000 

$77,400 

"86ii263 

35.39^ 

369 

766,666 

3,916 

'              •     .    • 

29,'OdO 

1,643 

68.031 

•••••"••• 

»  t 
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TABLE 

SHOwxNa  POB  Each  ow  thb  Elbctbic  Raxlboas  CoRPOBAnoNf  Nambd  Tkwueiv  tkb  Total 


ToTAZjS. 


TxTLx  OP  Gobpobatxon. 


Brevenue  for 

Yaw  Ended 

Deo.  81,  1018. 


Inoreaee  Over 

Preceding 

Yewr. 


k\ 

5 
« 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 

18  (a^ 

13 

14 

16 

16(6) 

17 

18 

10 


Baltimore  A  Bel  Air  Eieotrio  Railway  Co 

Baltimore,  Halethorpe  ft  Elkridge  Railway  Go 

Baltimore.  Sparrow's  Point  ft  Cnetapeake  Railway  Ck> 

Blue  RidjSe  Railway  Co 

Capital  TraoUon  Co.  of  WaalunKton 

Chambersburg,  Qreencaatle  ft  Waynesboro  Street  Railway  Co. 

City  ft  Suburban  Railway  Co.  of  Washington 

Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co 

Cumberland  ft  Westemjport  Electric  Railway  Co 

Hagerstown  ft  Frederick  Railway  Co 

Kensington  Railway  Co 

Lootine  Electric  Railway  Co 

Maryland  Electric  Railwaprs  Co 

United  Railways  ft  Electric  Co •. . . 

Washington,  Baltimore  ft  Annapolis  Electric  Railroad  Co 

Washington  ft  Qlen  Echo  Railroad  Co 

Washington  Interurban  Railway  Co 

Washington  Railwa}*  ft  Electric  Co 

Washington  ft  Rookville  Railway  Co 

Washington  ft  Maryland  Railway  Co 


S10.035 
15.762 


11 
2 


.529,854 

127.221 

707.068 

143.209 

197.605 

369.066 

8.337 

2,173 

476.800 

.929.701 

,902.014 


$1,813 
1.742 


21.504 

,217.451 

84,691 

2,591 


746.316 

127.221 

166.986 

18.773 

32.406 

34.003 

1,731 

158 

175.529 

1.368.864 

1.341.890 


1.162 

904,347 

16.030 


TtTLX  OP  CoXPORAnON. 


RvrBNxra  rxOK  Transpor- 

TATioir — Continued. 


Miscellaneous 

Transportation 

Revenue. 


11 


(a) 
(4) 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 

12(«) 

13 

14 

15 

16(6) 

17 

18 

19 

20 


Baltimore  ft  Bel  Air  Electric  Railway  Co 

Baltimore,  Halethorpe  ft  Elkridge  luilwav  Co 

Baltimore,  Sparrow's  Point  and  Chesapeake  Railway  Co 

Blue  Ridge  Railway  Co 

Capital  Traction  Co.  of  Washington 

Chambersburg,  Greencastle  ft  Waynesboro  Jtreet  Railway  Co. 

City  ft  Suburban  Railwav  Co.  of  Washington 

Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co 

Oimberiand  ft  Westemport  Electric  Railway  Co 

Hagerstown  ft  Frederick  Railway  O) 

Kensington  Railwajr  Co 

Loraine  Electric  Railway  Co 

Maryland  Electric  Railways  (>> 

United  Railways  ft  Electric  Co 

Washington,  Baltimore  ft  Annapolis  Electric  Railroad  Co 

Washington  ft  Glen  Echo  Railroad  Co 

Washington  Interurban  Railway  Co 

Washington  Railway  ft  Electric  Co 

Washington  ft  Rockville  Railway  0> 

Washington  ft  Maryland  Railway  Co 


f96 


1.190 

10,938 

5 


Total  Revenue 

from 
Transportation. 

12 

$19,935 
15.762 


3.491.206 

126.924 

609.098 

142.009 

197.605 

363.706 

8.287 

2.173 

465.973 

11.672.228 

2.848,806 


21.504 

2.664.026 

83.062 

2.501 


(a)  Road  operated  by  another  company. 
(6)  Inactive  corporation. 
NoTB— Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  22  I 

OPBBAnNO  BxTsmna  fob  tbs  Yiax  Endbd  Dbcbmbbb  81,  1918,  ahd  nn  Dxsxbibution  Tumamow. 


Rsmnni  vbom  TBAHSPOXTAnoN. 


Paasencer 
Revenue. 

3 

Baggace 
Revenue. 

4 

SpeeialCar 
Revenue. 

« 

5 

MaU 
Revenue. 

• 
6 

EzpniB 
Revenue. 

7 

Milk 
Revenue. 

8 

Freicht 
Revenue. 

9 

Switehinc 
Revenue. 

10 

^19.760 

$175 

15.666 

3.490.699 

507 

735 

59 

120,068 

$4,877 

$40 
120 

$1,086 

$117 

• 

698.919 

139,799 

2.906 

14,801 

73,611 

20 

•  •••••%••••  t. 

180,736 

1,817 
683 

250* 

2,053 

265,211 
8,267 

1,148 

$5;269' 

7,064 

$8,667 

•  ■■■••••■••#, 

2,173 



377,871 

420' 

15 

6,176 

611 

3,840 

31,856 

838 

11,538 

59,704 

11 ,395 

11.623.258 

•  •••••<■•••. rf 

2.665,519 

1,711 

28,350 

2,603 

148,535 

.724 

21,504 

•••••••••••4 

2,637,975 

218 
37 

625 
55 

4,035 

21,173 

81.689 

1^301 

2,591 

■■ 

• 

RavBTun  vbom  OriHaB  Railway  Opbbations. 


Station 

and  Car 

Privikses. 

13 

Paroel 

Room 

Reeeipte. 

14 

Demurrage. 
15 

Rent  of 

Traokaand 

FaciUtaee. 

16 

Rent  of 
Equipment. 

17 

Rent  of 
Buildinss 

and 
Property. 

18 

Sale  of 
'  Power. 

19 

MifloeUa- 
neous. 

20 

Total 
Revenue 

from  Other 
Railway 

Operations. 

21 

S11.895 

$657 

$420 

$25,676 

$88,648^ 

297 

297" 

3,000 

4.021 

949 

•                   -t 

.  ■7.97» 

300 

•  ••-•■••••• 

300* 

769 

425 
894 

7.847 

$42 

•     8 

:5'!^ 

829 

$52 

$3,577 

50 

.      5(> 

. 

:■  '             >' 

414 

27 

267 

5,324 

6,520 

67 
725 

345 
2.525 
8,021 

3.238 

200.253 

2,784 

216 

1,466 

10,093 

10.827 

52,236 

257.47* 

4,687 

2,634 

$19,576 

53,119 

'   "•                •'  ' 

f 

"'"ii,i66 

5,468 

29.752 
1,164 

40.386 

466,719 

553. 42&. 

445 

r,609-, 

. 

*  •                  >     ■ 
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TABLE 

Shohino  roB  Each  or  tbb  EuDcrmic  Railroad  Cobpobations  Nambd  Thbbbih  tbb  Totai. 


TrriiB  or  Cobfobation. 


Totals. 


OiffiBiBUTXON  or  Opbbahwc 

EXPBNBBS. 


Operating 

Expenaes, 

Year  Ended 

Decembefr  31. 

1918. 


Inerea^  Ovier 

Preceding 

Year. 


2 


Maintenance 
of  Wa^'  and 
Structures. 


3 


Maintenanee 

of 
Equipment. 


4 
5 
9 


g| 


1        Baltimore  A  Bel  Air  Electric  Railway  Co 

-8        Baltimore,  Ualethorpe  A  Elkridge  Biail  jvav  Co.  : 
Baltimore,  Sparrow's  Point  A  Chesapeake  Ry.  Co. 

Blue  RidjKS  Railway  Co 

Capital  Traction  Co.  of  Washin-rton 

Chambersburg,  OreenoasUe  dc  Waynesboro  Street 
i  Railway  Co 

7  'City  A  Suburban  Railwav  Co.  of  Washington. . . 

8  Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co 

9  Cumberland  ft  We.iternport  Electric  Ry.  Co 

10  Hagerstown  ft  Frederick  Railway  Co 

11  Kensington  Railwajr  Co 

12  (a)  Loraine  Electric  Railway  Co 

1.3       Maryland  Electric  Railway  Co 

14  United  Railways  ft  Electnc  Co. 

15  Wasbington,  Baltimore  ft  Annapolis  El.  R.  R.  Co. 
10  (k)  Washington  ft  Glen  Echo  Railroad  Co T. 

17  Washin<ton  Interurban  Railway  Co 

18  Washington  Railway  ft  Electric  Co 

19  Washington  ft  Rockville  R  lilway  Co 

80       Washington  ft  Marsrland  Railway  Co 


$17,415 
10.987 


2.083.060 

80.831 

573,409 

115.059 

142.113 

276,649 

10.926 

2,641 

334.044 

7,436,307 

1,740,281 

170 

31,141 

2,291,822 

00,966 

2,645 


$3,274 
6,432 


549,730 


125,789 

15,009 

31,911 

52,898 

1.453 

380 

132,177 

(c)  1,640,870 

1,001,685 

5 

6,963 

656.319 

14,021 


$2,241 
050 


222.176 

10.744 
63.711 
16,088 
23,707 
41,477 
3.153 


51.159 

1.148.240 

458,132 


3  979 

239,763 

12.022 

25 


$214,483 

12.909 

81,204 

15.700 

17,551 

32,120 

830 

315 

44,711 

710,237 

315,338 

102 

1.367 

322.939 

14.161 

105 


Dbtails  or  Opbbatimq  Ezpbnsbs— Continued, 

■    1 

Wat  and  SrBiKrruBBs — Continued. 

Equipuxht. 

TlTLB  or  COBTOBATION. 

Maintenance 

of  Buildings, 

Fixtures  and 

Grounds. 

12 

Depredation 
of  Way  and 
Structures. 

13 

Equalisation. 

Way  and 

Structures. 

14 

Superift* 
tendeoee. 

15 

1         RaJitmorfi  ft  Bel  Air  Electric  Roilwav  Co. ...... 

8        Baltimore.  Halethorpo  ft  ElKrid^e  Railway  Co. . . 
S  fa)  RAlt.imcirfi.  So&rrow'A  Point  ft  Cheflaneake  Rv.  Co. 

$53 

4  lai  Blue  Ridire  Railwav  Co 

&        Oaoital  Traction  Co.  of  Washington 

7,209 

437 
1,274 
1,260 

482 
1,976 

$120,091 

$5.9*1 

4       Chambersburg,  OreenoasUe  ft  Waynesboro  Street 
Rstilway  Co 

1.3.19 

7  J    .  <3ity  ft  Suburban  Railway  Co.  of  Washington. . . 

8  ,'  '  Cumborland  Electric  Riiilwav  C«> 

2,124 

7,416 

3.445 

975 

9        Cumberland  ft  Wosternport  Electric  Ry.  Co 

10        Haserstown  ft  Frederick  R^lwav  Co. 

i.osi 

J 1          Kon^inirton  Railwav  Co                                    

1,130 

19  fit\  Tc^PAinA  P^lAnfcrin  R'^ilarov  (^ii\ 

13        Marvland  EHectric  R  lilwava  Co. 

2,630 
33.933 
16.0.39 

$10,732 

909 

14         Unifcod  R&ilwAvs  ft  Electric  Co.                      

596,485 
261,024 

17.843 

IS        Washington.  Baltimore  ft  Annapoli<i  El.  R.  R.  Co. 

lA  (h\  V/ fkth'invtnn  Jk  Cl\an  Rrhn  RiilrnnH  Co 

8.450 

17         W^aflbioirton  Interurban  Riilwav  Co 

21 

4,720 
222 

1,126 

20,971 

97 

18         WAshinirton  Railwav  ft  Electric  Co..        

8,933 

1$        Washington  ft  R>ckville  Riilway  Co 

JO        Washington  ft  Maryland  Rxilway  Co 

1,011 

* 

(a)  RDii  ooerated  bv  another  co-npany. 

(6)  InaotiTO  corporation. 

(c)   laoluias  daprsoiatioa  on  wivs  ani  structures  ani  equipnent.  $536,485. 

^f0Ta — Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  23. 

OrmauLTiHQ  Expmrtat  fob  tbm  Yiab  Endbd  DacaiiBBB  31,  1918,  and  thb  Distbibxitiok  Trbrbof. 


DisTBiBunoir  ot  OpBBATUfa  Ejcpbnsbs — Continued. 


Dbtails  or  Opbrating  Ezpbmsbs. 


Wat  and  Stbuctubbs. 


Production 
of  Power. 

5 

Conduotinc 
Trmnaportfttion. 

6 

Traffic 
Expense!. 

7 

General 
Ezpenaee. 

8 

fluperin- 
tendence. 

9 

Maintenanoe 
of  Way. 

10 

of  Elpotrie 
Lines. 

11 

$2,180 

$7,339 
6,454 

$5,655 
542 

$1,333 
682 

$108 

3.041 

216 

• 

381,357 

21.698 
83.380 
18.326 
45.029 
77.165 
1.004 

967,399 

18.553 

257.931 

43.688 

39.599 

87.536 

3.800 

1,402 

85,122 

3,518,311 

486,502 

$954 

1.509 

745 

492 

1.580 

5.203 

296.691 

15,458 
86.429 
20,705 
14,646 
33,148 
2,139 

$5,284 

855 
4,989 

425 
3,404 
2,719 

500 

80.373 

7,057 
50,814 

5,848 
16,229 
30.521 

1,292 

8,319 

2,394 
8,758 
1.139 
3.593 
6,260 
230 

925 

61.795 

1.073.045 

201,104 

4,687 
16.561 
17.643 

87.469 

963.913 

261.562 

8 

7,332 

272,863 

14,441 

1.060 

4,146 
43,724 
17,983 

31.474 
398.217 
117,857 

2,177 
75.881 
45.228 

5,696 

486.200 

16.272 
4«j«; 

i2,765 

968,813 

33.162 

1.030 

4 

1,244 

307 

137 

17,886 

810 

3.997 

162.200 

8,282 

950 

33,984 

3.307 

25 

Dbtails  op  OPBBATiNa  ExpBNsas — Continued. 


Equipmbnt — Continued. 


Maintenanoe 
of  Cars. 

16 

Maintenanoe 

of 

KlM*tr{cal 

Bq«lpment« 

17 

Maintenanoe 

of 
Looomottvea. 

18 

Misoeilaneous 

Equipment 

Eipenses. 

10 

Depreciation 

of 
Equipment. 

20 

Relied. 
21 

Equalisation 
Equipment. 

22 

« 

******   •■••••• 

$78,316 

$43,077 

2,415 
25,056 

1.527 
14.330 

3.055 
306 

$13,751 

222 

7,049 
319 

$73,397 

4,800 

10.314 

3,147 

4,193 

- 

35,340 

7.256 

$2,536 

605 

$2,616 
1.814 

13,393 

1,161 

11.050 
360 

S 

164 

315 

•  •••«••••••■•• 

14.286 

6.919 

260.556 

79,841 

3.156 

1,505 
82,539 
10.868 

7.143 

$10,732 

355,798 

90.417 

125,756 

162 

21 

73,526 

1,185 

477 

419 

97,787 

6,122 

55 

852 

24,976 

1,057 

116.958 

758 

5.787 

50 

PUBUC  SkBVICE  COMUISSION  OF  Habyland 


TABLE  No.  23 


EWtaiu 

"" 

Pow 

». 

TiTLI  or    COBPOSITIOH. 

aj 

3S 

_ 

BmldiBci 

131 

T4« 

S     8gS™b,^a™.°»^".'«S;iiW.»iii 

979 

71S 

litt.ci.;::: 

a,7« 

412 

iol4eo 

•t:SSg 

'  M 

•LTLiia.; 

M,078 

530 

Dbtaiu 

or  Oraunxa 

BzriMiM-CaitiDnd. 

ss 

Twino. 

MiKBUjunoDb 

as 

Biptmm. 
37 

S3.944 

ht^^fd-^^^"^^ 

•83 

a.ioe 

42,910 
2.3S8 

8:247 

1,409 

492 
l,fiSO 

ii.eoa 

22.  SIB 

le.ss? 

■I:S!! 

I  glsSisS&?,o;*^^-:- 

2.466 

i'S 

iliS 

•"'■■i 

■■ri 

(a)  RcHul  openlsd  by  uother  oompuy. 

(b)  InHtiTe  corpoibtlos. 

NOTB— Defiait,  Um  ud  other  rsvane  itanu  OD  tbi*  lablB  mn  printed  ia  bold  type. 
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— Continued. 


Dbtaxli  07  OpMRkTiNQ  EjEPBNUt — Continued. 


Power  PUnt 
Employes. 


Fuel  for 
Powen 


PowBB— Continued. 


Other  Power 

Supplies  and 

Eixpenaes. 


COITDUOTUIO  TSANSPOBTAltON. 


Power 
PuTohased. 


Other 

Operations. 

Cr. 


Superin- 
tendence. 


I    Conduetofs, 
Motorroen  and 
Trainmen. 


27 

28 

29 

30 

$2,180 
3,041 

31 

32     1 

i 

33 

$7,339 

6.372 

1 

1 .  _ 

. 

.:::::::::::::: :::::::;::::!:::::::::::::: 

$41,352 

$258,642 

$121340 

1,557 
7.540 

5,194 

19,260 
73,122 
18,326 

$97,619  , 

149 
23.417  1 

972  ' 
2,102 
•7,902 

500 

760,966 

15,897 

191,604 

40,358 

12.945 

26,529 
133,951 

2,607 
13,535 

32,355 

21,961 

1,841 

1,003 

925 

64.777 

446.982 

192.448 

$116,472 

...%...., 

63,387 
3,300 

1,401 

4,062 
71.792 
20,360 

6,734 

266,882 

23,306 

36,493 

147.603 

365.878 

2,825.563 

74.304 

237.738 

5.698 

22,002 

12.056 

425 

339 
91,796  1 

3,580  1 

1 
( 

11.906 

40.986 

376.881 

30,056 
2.814 

708.864 

■  ■■•*•■•««•••• 

22.821 

760 

Dbtails  or  Opbbatdto  BzFnifSBs— Continued. 


Injuries 

and 
Damages. 


38 


QBNKRAJf  AND  MiscBLLAXBOus — Continued. 


Insurance. 


30 


Stationery 

and 
Printing 


40 


Store.  Garage 
and  Stable 
Expenses. 

41 


Rent  of 

Traeksand 

Facilities. 


42 


Rent  of 
Equipment. 


43 


Ratio  of 
Operating 
Expenses  to 
Operating 
Rievenue. 
Per  Cent. 


44 


$621 

$142 

$1,928 
434 

87.36 

108 

1 

69.71 

.  .   ..   j  .   . 

' 

104.722 

9.178 
780 
777 
1.094 
2.098 
2,050 

$24,157 

1.147 

.  5.507 

269 

648 

3,945 

30 

$8,486 

4 

4,798 

96 

816 

1,750 

$3,360 

1 

59.01 

1.815 

50  1 
18.967 

63.54 

31.459 

81.10 

2,379 

80.34 

2,400 

71.92 

1.860 

8.026 

74.96 

1,360 

131.06 

121.56 

10,827 
371.003 

531 

56.210 

2.275 

5 

6 

6.657 

108 

3,856 
71,496 
12.620 

752 

6U006 

2.126 

37,730 

6,787 

70.24 
62.33 

42.896 

82.628 

9.119 

69.96 
100.00 

981 

sis' 

23.937 

1.035 

25 

"227' 
18.021 
724 

4,884 

144.84 

119,881 

71,23 

6.164 

110 

2.033 
410  , 

107.41 
102.08 

492 
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TABLE 

Showutg  fob  Each  or  thb  Elsctbio  Raxlboad  Cobporations  Namxd  TRBBxuf 


TnUI   OF  COBPOBAnOK. 


Road  Owinn> — Milbs. 


Baltimore  A  Bel  Air  Eleotrio  Railway  Co 

Baltimore,  Halethorpe  A  Elkridge  Railway  Co 

Baltimore.  Sparrow's  Point  A  Cheaapeake  I^.  Co.. . . 

Blue  Ridse  Railwav  Co ^ 

Capital  Traction  Co.  of  Washington 

Chamber  sburg,  Greenoastle  A  Wayne^x>ro  St.  Ry.  (>>. 

City  A  Suburban  Railwav  Co.  of  Washington 

Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co 

Cumberland  A  Westemport  Electric  Railway  Co 

Hageratown  A  Frederick  Railway  Co 

Kensington  Railway  Co 

Loraine  Electric  Railway  Co 

Maryland  Electric  Railways  Co 

United  Railways  A  Electric  Co 

Washington,  Baltimore  A  Annapolis  Electric  R.  R.  Co. 

Washington  A  Qlen  Echo  Railroad  Co 

Washington  Interurban  Railway  Co 

Washington  Railway  A  Electric  Co 

Washington  A  Rockville  Railway  Co 

Washington  A  Maryland  Rulway  Co 


Miles  of 
Road. 

1 

Second 
Track. 

2 

Another 
Main  Track. 

!           3 

SidinssaDd 
Tnraoota. 

4 

3.22 

1 

1 

0.06 

2.84 

0.21 

17.63 

'  14. 8i 

1.83 

1.60 

30.65 

26.67 

"  iiej" 

30.69 

I.OO 

26.26 

15.18 

0.88 

7.87 

0.60 

25.00 

0.60 

87.00 

2.00 

2.50 

1 

0.10 

1.12 

1 

24.90 

12.60 

180.18 

177.81 
37.27 

6.12 

54.95 

9.58 

7.64 

8.03 

0  23 

53.62 

44.03 
0.50 

3.88 

13.25 

0.68 

3.57 

TiTLB  or  COBPOBATION. 


EQUXnCBMT,  OWNBO  OB  LbaBBD. 


Passbnobb  Cabs. 


Closed 


Cars. 


14 


Closed 
Passenger 
Cars  with 
Electrical 
Equip- 
ment. 

16 


Open 

Passenger 

Cars. 


16 


Open 
Passen^r 
Cars  with 
Electrical 
Equip- 
ment. 

17 


Connhipa- 

tiOB 


18 


1 

2 
8 

4 
6 
6 


7 

8 

9 
10 
11 

12(a) 
13 
14 
16 

16(6) 
17 
18 
19 
20 


Baltimore  A  Bel  Air  Electric  Railwasr  Co 

Baltimore.  Halethorpe  A  Elkridee  Riulway  Co 

Baltimore,  Sparrow's  Point  A  Chesapeake  Ry.  Co.. 

Blue  Ridge  Railway  Co 

Capital  Traction  Co.  of  Washington 

Chambersburg,  Greencastle  A  Waynesboro  Street 

Railway  Co 

City  A  Suburban  Railwav  Co.  of  Washington 

Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co 

Cumberland  A  Westemport  Klectrio  Ry.  Co 

Hageratown  A  Frederick  Railway  Co 

Kensington  Railway  Co 

Loraine  Eleotrio  R^way  Co 

Maryland  Electric  Railwajirs  Co 

United  Railways  A  Electric  Co 

Washington,  Baltimore  A  Annapolis  Elec.  R.  R.  Co. 

Washington  A  Glen  Echo  Railroad  Co 

Washington  Interurban  Railway  Co 

Washington  Railway  A  Electric  Co 

Washington  A  Rockville  Railway  Co 

Washington  A  Maryland  Rulway  Co 


110 


01 


2 

149 
56 


31 


317 

5 
40 
14 
16 
24 

3 


12 

209 

59 


1 

364 

6 


119 


143 


110 

ioo 

5 


3 

io 


407 


60 


(a)  Road  operated  by  another  company. 

(b)  Inactive. 
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No.  24. 

BQcnpnairr  in  Saanon  Aim  tbb  Nousas  of  Milbs  or  Road  OpaaATan  on  DscaMBaa  31,  1918. 


Road  Owmn — ^MiLBt 
— Oontinned. 


Road  Opsbatbd— Milbs — Sinolb  Tback. 


Traekin 

Gar  Houses, 

flbopa,  Ete. 

5 

Total 

Road 

Owned. 

6 

3.28 

3.05 

34.27 

1.60 

65.15 

31.73 

43.00 

8.64 

25.50 

91.50 

2.60 

1.12 

37.40 

378.82 

101.07 

7.54 

8.26 

106.53 

14.44 

Main  line. 

7 

8.22 
2.84 

Branehes 

and 

Spurs. 

8 

lines  of 
Proprietary 
Companiea. 

9 

lines 

Operated 

under 

Lease. 

10 

Unes 
Operated 

Under 
Contraot, 

Eto. 

11 

lines 
Operated 

Under 
Trackage 

Rights. 

12 

Total 

Mileage 

Operated. 

13 

3.22 

0.21 

3.05 

6.14 

64.09 
29.40 
39.62 

8.64 
25.00 
82.30 

2.50 

3.37 

2.11 

69.57 

0.05 

29.40 

0.68 

1.78 

1.60 

43.00 

0.27 

8.64 

0.50 
4.50 
0.10 

25.50 

2!6d" 

4.70 
1.00 

91.60 

3.60 

23.60 

357.98 

54.95 

1.30 
20.83 
11.04 

1.70 
0.82 

'26160' 

14.71 

54.71 

434  35 

0.17 

6.97 

72.96 

8.26 
102.33 

8.26 

5.02 

0.92 

3.28 

106.53 

14.43 

■■■••"       *• 

1 

14.44 

3.57 

1 

Equipmbnt,  Ownbd  ob  Lbasbd— Continued. 


Passbnobb  Cabs 
— Gontinoed. 

OniBB  Cabs. 

Combina- 
tion 
Passenger 
Cara  with 
Bleetrical 
EqnipineBt. 

19 

Total 

Passenger 

Cars. 

20 

Freight. 
21 

MaU 

and 

Express. 

22 

Work. 
23 

Snow 
Plows. 

24 

Sweep- 
ers. 

25 

Miseella- 
neons. 

26 

Total 

AU 
Classes 
Qf  Cars. 

27 

Loeomo- 
Eleetric. 

28 

Loeomo- 

tivea. 

Steam. 

29 

2 

2 

220 

220 

Am    ■■■■«>«■ 

627 

10 
40 
17 
16 
40 
3 

27 

7 

1 
1 

9 

14 

3 
10 

677 

21 
54 

20 

21 

110 

4 

1 

1 
2 

i' 

2 

2 
62 

1 

1 

1 

4'               8. 

4 

1 

14 

1,786 

115 

47' 

i9* 

61 

1,913 

158 

i 

1 

1,021 

12 

45 
20 

10 

38 

,  ,  , 

22 

4 

i 

588 

5 

1 
15 

2 

630 

5 

1 

6 

2 

18 

2 
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TABLE 

SaowiNO  won,  Each  or  thb  Elbgtiuc  Raiukmlp  Gobpobahoms  Nambd  THnuoii  Miuulob,  Tkapfic  amd 


I 
2 

S 
4 
6 
6 
7 
8 

10 
II 
12 
IS 
14 
16 


1 

% 

a 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

HI 

12 

13 

14 

16 


TiTUB  or  Ck>BPOBAnoM. 


Pawenger 

Car 
Mileace* 


Fxeidbt,MaU 
and  EraraH 
CarMiioac6< 


2 


Baltimoro  A  Bel  Air  Electric  Railway  Co 

Baltimore,  Halethorpe  A  Elkridge  Railway  Co 

Capital  Traction  Co.  of  Washincton 

Chambersburg,  Qreencastle  &  Waynesboro  Street  Ry.  Co. 

City  A  Suburban  Railwav  Co.  of  Washington 

Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co 

Cumberland  de  Westemport  Electric  Railway  Co 

Hagerstown  A  Frederick  Railway  Co 

Kensington  RaUway  Co .% 

Maryland  Electric  Railways  Co 

United  Railways  A  Electric  Co 

Washington,  Baltimore  A  Annapolis  Electric  R.  R.  Co. . 

Washington  Interurban  Railway  Co. 

Washington  Railway  A  Electric  Co 

Washington  A  Rockville  Railway  Co 


126 

101 
8.362 

360 
2.437 

408 

435 

1.082 

64 

802 

32.569 

4,695 

162 
8.350 

395 


,416  ; 

.378  ' 

.128    

,800  520 

,635  , 

,800  ' 

.216  '           33.600 

.868  166,285 
750 

!740  69ii68 

.906  199.569 

.364  221.526 

,805  , 

.839  16.741 

.483  10.200 


Total 

Gar 

Mileage. 

3 


126.416 

101.378 
8.362.128 

861.320 
2.437.535 

408,800 

468.816 

1.249.153 

54.750 

861,908 

32.769,475 

4.916.890 

162.805 
8.367.580 

405.683 


Car 
Hours. 


9.815 

8.824 

971.451 

28.220 

266.044 

52.560 

41.486 

98.038 

6,710 

30.170 

3.926.568 

16,834 

1.006,615 

31.196 


TiTLB  or  Corporation. 


Baltimore  A  Bel  Air  Electric  Railway  Co 

Baltimore,  Halethorpe  A  Elkridge  Railway  Co 

Capital  Traction  Co.  of  Washington 

Chambersburg.  Qreencastle  A  Waynesboro  St.  Ry.  Co. 

City  A  Suburban  Railway  Co.  of  Washington 

Cumberland  Electric  Railway  Co 

Cumberland  A  Westemjport  Eleotrio  Railway  Co. . . . 

Hagerstown  A  Fre^^erick  Railway  Co. 

Kensington  RaUway  Co 

Maryland  Electric  Kailways  Co 

United  Railways  A  Electno  Co 

Wuhington,  Baltimore  dbAnnapoUs  Electric  R.  R.  Co. 

Washington  Interurban  Railway  Co 

Wuhington  Railway  A  Electric  Co 

Washington ^ft  Rockville  Railway  Co 


Avarage 

Fare, 

Revenue 

Passengen. 

Average 

Faxe.All 

Passengers. 

Total 
Revenue 

from 
Transpor- 
tation. 

14 

16 

16 

Cents. 

Cents. 

Dollars. 

4.905 

4.905 

19.935 

4.792 

4.782 

16.762 

4.408 

3.472 

3.491,206 

6.300 

5.400 

126.924 

4.312 

3.506 

699.098 

4.868 

« 

142,909 

5.018 

5.018 

197.605 

7.300 

7.300 

363.706 

4.423 

4.423 

8.287 

27.576 

27.575 

465.974 

5.124 

3.766 

11.672,228 

4.482 

4.482 

2,848.896 

4.400 

3.176 

21.504 

4.408 

3.395 

2,664.026 

3.823 

3.823 

83.082 

Revenue  ;  Reveone 

from  from 

Traiupor-  '  Traaopoi^ 

tataon,     {     tation, 

per  Car        per  Gar 

Mile.  Hour. 


17 

Cents. 
15.631 
15.648 
41.750 
36.128 
28.680 
34.958 
45.420 
29.000 
16.136 
64.063 
35.619 
57:730 
13.208 
31.837 
20.479 


18 

Dollars. 
2.01 
1 
3 
4 
2 
2 
4.76 
3.70 
1.20 
13.09 
2.94 

1.36 
2.64 
2.56 


79 
69 
4S 
63 
72 
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TABLE 

flHowiwa  ffOB  Each  or  trx  ELOormia  Light  CospoBAnoNi  Namso  Tbxbbn  irb  Total  Amoumt  or  Ambts,  tkx  Toeal 


m 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 

18(a) 
19 
20 

2i(a) 
22(a) 
23 
24 
25 
26 

27(a) 
28 
29 
30 
31 
^2 
33 


2(a) 

3(a) 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
16 
16 
17 
18(a, 

20 

2Ka) 

22(a) 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27(a) 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 


Titlb  or  Ck>BPOBAnoM. 


TOTAl^. 


linbilitiaa. 


Total 
Amoiint 
Deo.  31. 
1918. 


Antietam  Electric  light  A  Power  Co 

Baltimore  County  Electric  Co 

Baltimore  Elec.  Co.  of  Baltimore  City 

Bel  Air  Electric  Co 

Chestertown  Electrialight  A  Power  Co 

Delmarvia  UtiUtiee  Co 

Delta  Electric  Power  Co 

Eaeton  Utilities  Commianon 

Ediaon  Electric  Illuminating  Co 

Emmiteburg  Electric  Co 

Harper's  Ferry  Electric  LiiE^t  <k  Power  Co 

Havre  de  Grace  Electric  Co 

Home  Electric  Co 

Home  Manufacturing  Light  A  Power  Co 

Idle  wild  Electric  Light,  Heat  A  Power  Ck> 

Midland  Electric  Light  Co 

Mt.  Airy  Ice  A  Electric  Co 

Mt.  Washington  Electric  Light  &  Power  Co 

Municipal  Electric  light  Plant  of  Hagentown 

Northern  Virginia  Power  Co 

Patapsco  Electric  ft  Manufacturing  Co.  of  Delaware .... 
Patapsoo  Electric  A  Manufacturing  Co.  of  Maryland. . . . 

Peninsular  Light  A  Power  Co 

Pemrville  Electric  Co 

Port  Deposit  Electric  Co. .  ^ 

Potomac  Electric  Power  Co 

Roland  Park  Electric  A  Water  Co 

Salisbury  Light,  Heat  A  Power  Co 

Snow  HUl  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co 

St.  Michaels  Utilities  Commission 

Susquehanna  Transmission  Ck>.  of  Maiyland 

Union  Bridge  Electric  Manufacturing  Ck> 

Waynesboro  Electric  Co 


Total 
Amount 
Dec.  31« 

1918. 


OTer 


TiTLB  or  Corporation. 


$52,480         $11,592 

371,000 
7,753,278  40.188 

115.436  2,435 

47,203  605 

90.890 
61.766  999 

59.635  1,312 

1.024,072  21,550 

13.400  650 

58,895  17.129 

113.665  9.712 

61,626  742 

61,650  907 

59,187  5,810 

11,019  101 

16.368  221 

286,251      2,743 

289,549     17.996 
1.689.047     01,295 

225,000 

200.000 

121.682 

20.914 

17.547 

20,287.995 

336,420 

269,845 

16,984 

21,616 

1.723,866 

35.007 

214^26 

Drtails  or  AssBTs 
— Continued. 


3 

4 

$44,049 

t9.624 

371.000 

7.746,550 

40.188 

100.211 

751 

47,925 

2.200 

91,957 

68 

83.673 

1.675 

58.734 

2^15 

975.406 

27.500 

10.151 

835 

58,570 

17.194 

111,356 

10.553 

52,474 

3,131 

66,136 

777 

56,762 

3.831 

5,000 

16.252 

253 

86,700 

2,743 

110,415 

7,486 

1,752,504 

181.931 

225,000 

200,000 

91.256 

5.001 

22,874 

16 

8,145 

20 

20,116.147 

3.459,235 

336,067 

258.020 

46,139 

15,050 

485 

22.726 

464 

1,914,766 

93.330 

>  35,242 

* 

196.392 

52.497 

DRTAILSOr  LlABILXmS. 


Unex- 
tinguished 
Discount  on 
Securities. 

14 


Sundries. 


15 


Antietam  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co 

Baltimore  County  Electric  Co , 

Baltimore  Electric  Co.  of  Baltimore  City 

Eel  Air  Electric  Co 

Chestertown  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co , 

Delmarvia  Utilities  Co -. , 

Delta  Electric  Co , 

Easton  Utilities  Conunission 

Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co 

Emmitsbiirg  Electric  Co , 

Harper's  Ferry  Electric  light  A  Power  Co , 

Havre  de  Grace  Electric  Co 

Home  Electric  Light  Co 

Home  Manufacturing  Light  A  Power  Co 

Idlewild  Electric  light.  Heat  A  Power  Co 

Midland  Electric  Light  Co 

Mt.  Airy  Ice  A  Electric  Co 

Mt.  Washington  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co 

Municipal  Electric  Light  Plant  of  Hagerstown 

Northern  Virginia  Power  Co 

Patapsco  Electric  A  Manufacturing  Co.  of  Delaware. 
Patapsco  Electric  A  Manufacturing  Co.  of  Maryland . 

Peninsular  Light  dc  Power  Co 

Perryville  Electric  Co 

Port  Deposit  Electric  Co , 

Potomac  Electric  Power  Co 

Roland  Park  Electric  A  Water  Co 

Salisbury  light.  Heat  A  Power  Co , 

Snow  Hill  Electric  light  A  Power  Co 

St.  Michaels  Utilities  Commission 

Susquehanna  Transmission  Co.  of  Maryland 

Union  Bridge  Electric  Manufacturing  Co 

Waynesboro  Electric  Co 


$16,486  I 
fc.  8.750  ' 


I 

$85 


1,980 


40.134 


35 
5.880 
3.103 


444 


Capital 
Stock. 


16 

$11,500 
150,000 
3.500.000 
50.000 
15.000 
76.000 
29.500 


7,822 


172 


655 


410,014 

25.000 

171 


57,239 


629 


275.000 

7.500 

49.900 

50.000 

13.825 

8,600 

17,000 

5,000 

11.800 

83.260 

"eooiooo' 

225.000 

200.000 

75.000 

20,755 

8.125 

6.000,000 

25.000 

100.000 

12.000 


1.000 


600 

#25.000 

50,000 


Funded 
Debt 

17 

$14,000 

221,000 

3,721,000 

38,000 

22.000 

10.000 

23.500 

30.000 

485.000 


20,350 
43.400 
33.000 

"s.'soo 

'  '45.066 
415.000 


9.85O.000 

300.000 

45.500 


1. 909.000 


(a)  Operated  by  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co.  of  Baltimore. 
Asterick  *  denotes  required  figures  not  given. 
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No.  27. 

Amouivt  of  Liabilitus  and  thb  Sobplus  on  Dec.  31. 1018,  and  thb  CLASsmoATXON  or  Such  Assets  avd  Liabzutiss. 


Totals — Cont. 


Surplus  or  Defieit. 


Total 
Amount 
Dee.  31, 

1018. 

S8.431 


Increase 
Orar 


6.710 

15.225 

722 

1/187 

21,807 

001 

48.667 

3.240 

325 

2.300 

0,152 

4,488 

2,425 

6,019 

116 

100,551 

170,133 

63,457 


30,420 

1,980 

0,402 

171.848 

353 

11.825 

1.934 

1,110 

190,900 

235 

18.334 


Year. 

-A 

$1,968 


1,684 

1.505 

276 

676 

4,127 

5,960 

185 

65 

840 

3,875 

1,684 

1.979 

101 

473 


10.510 
90,636 


2,346 

711 

387 

91,220 

13^72 
46 

873 
26,600 

i6',855 

Cost 

of 

Clani. 


$50,610 

303,756 

5,959,654 

105.012 

42,600 

00.890 

61.374 

45,644 

892,389 

11,100 

58.190 

100.995 

53,552 

38.334 

41.684 

9.030 

16.000 

265.065 

260.207 

1,619,688 

213,180 

179,746 

102,695 

19,189 

8,000 

14,628,085 

311,420 

248,905 

14.289 

19,379 

1,723,865 

33,415 

181,662 


f 


Dbtails  or  AssKTs. 


Gash. 


8 


BiUs 

and 

Accounts 

Eeoeivable. 


0 


Materials 

and 
SuppUes. 

10 


Inyest- 
ments. 

11 


Sinking 

Fund  and 

Optional 

Reserves. 

12 


Special 
Deposits 
aiid 
Pre- 
payments. 
13 


$121 


505 
2.622 


19 

1.040 

7,858 

520 

325 

548 

517 

4.471 

295 

264 

79 


$238 

60,767 

279,315 

2.018 


$1,425 


436 


12,166 
851 


384 

100 

955 

116,251 


185 

9,760 

60,417 

747 

380 

•     7.484 

5.472 

4,470 

14.032 

1,662 

42 

21,187 

16,436 

36,240 

11,820 

20,254 

8,085 

960 

462 

10.080,010 


226 

3,191 

16,100 

32 


4.637 

2.060 

660 


162 
247 


1,666 
18,467 


2.303 
460 
679 


17.024 

2,160 

682 


$1,156,000 
5,600 


$350,659 
1,865 


7,720 


$1,000 


15 
73 


13,800 


1.704 
425,142 


76 


10.126 


391 


6,426 
1,713,878 


1.130,734 


798,642 
*  "  *8i2 


34 

12,049 


927  I 
10,706  I 


9,000 


308 


Dbtails  of  Lllbilttibs — Continued. 


Taxes 
Accrued 

and 
Unpaid. 

18 
$312 

Interest 
Accrued 

on 

Funded 

Debt. 

19 

Interest 
Accrued 

on 
Unfunded 
Debt. 
20 

Bills  and 
Accounts 
Payable. 

21 
$9,875 

IMvidends 
Payable. 

22 

Consumers' 
Deposits. 

28 

Sinking 
Fund  and 

Optional 
Reserves. 

24 

Reserves  for 
Amortisa- 
tions and 
Deprecia- 
tion. 
26 

$8,362 

Sundriea. 
26 

' 

, 

175,000 
11,321 
10,560 
4,718 
30,498 
20,879 

3o0,559 

273 

$375 
$375 



$122 

$119 

• 

189 

$840 

$210 

75 

750 

6,062 

7,105 
125,514 

53,000 

4.191 

11,637 

$15,000' 

1,650 

8,670 

61,271 

14,608 

5,841 

85 

1,200 
434 

2,400 

48 

* 

. .    ,    . 

7.8i2: 

593 

6,614 

4 

379 

172 

* 

700 

252 

3,440 
65,417 

136,000 



'          '    ' ' '      ' 

1 

; 

t 

123 

7,187 

294  ;           8,651 

2.119 

' 

20 

1 

222,062 

7,083 

14,884 

747,647 

115,768 

1,745,215 

1.310.411   :           94.006 

11,067 

669 

194 

78,673 
1,489 

365 

6!i95 5i598   i- 261935 

187 

1.375 

22,727 
6,266 

1 

8,d07 
124.467 

1,335 

301 

"i3,266' 

893 

7;266 

NoTB — ^Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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wo  Ltmrr  CmrouTiain  Nuf  id  Tasmnf  nn  0 


TABLE 

w  iNomiB  rmou  lu.  SoFicn, 


Tnu  or  CoanuunOH. 


,    uvaucBOEB 

I  from  OroM  I  N«(  luoma. 


AntlatUH  ElMitrla  Liibt  A  Powar  Co. . 

Bd  Air  Electric  Co 

Cb«BtorUiwn  ElofllTie  Li(bl  A  Pairar  Co. . 

DdrmrvU  DlililiM  Co  

Ddts  Electrie  Poi 


MElMtricLi^t  Co... 


Ho 

Home 

Idlcwild  Elec  Lt..  H« 

MidUnd  EI«etrio  Liibt  Co 

Munitipil  Eleotrii  Lt.  Pisat  of  HMentowa . . 
Mt.  Aiiy  EleelHe  *  Ice  Co. . . 
NoiiherD  VirgjniB  Po»er  Co.. . . 
PeniniuUr  Light  A  rower  Co... 

Pertyvilte  Eleetrie  Co. 

Port  DepoMt  ElectHii  Co. .  . 


St.''M 

ohuUi  Utilitiei  Comisisn 
Briln  ElEC'ric  Mfa.  Co 

isrsiSis:.''. 

reqii 

«dfi 

_1 

a 

_.. 

•lO.lSB 

•7  398 

, 

7,713 

MS 
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No.  28. 

TBB  DlDUOnOirS  FBOM  QsOM  IiTOOIIB,  THB  NbT  iNOOm,  TBS  APPBOnOATXONS  VBOM  NaT  iMOOm  and  TRB  SUBFLUf 

Ybab  Bxobd  Dbosmbkb  31.  1918. 


DZflTBIBUnON 

/ 

or  Inoomb. 

DBDUcnoNS  FBOM  Qboss  Inoomb. 

QpBBiLTiira  BxPBRns. 

Sorphuor 
Deficit. 

5 

$1,968 

1.684 

1,586 

276 

Opentiiis 
RevenoA. 

6 

$9,648 
13.208 
12,761 

8.739 

2,643 

29,399 

293.880 

4.603 
17.335 
38,554 
17,311 
19,221 
23,362 

5.518 
110,966 

7,809 

265,200 

24,796 

4,115 

4.832 

3.032,869 

67,724 

6,316 

4,816 
61,629 

4,672 

Non-Operating 
ReTenne. 

7 

$511 

390 

39 

Prodvotion. 

8            _ 

$4,271 
4,512 
7,379 
6,598 
2,152 

21,147 

138,492 

1.452 

4,765 

28,413 
5,189 
8,052 
9,568 
2,700 

68,037 
3,852 

14,681 

2,874 

2,708 

770,503 

41,260 
5,599 
3,351 

IHstrtbatioB. 

9 

$1,522 

1.531 

1,266 

816 

UtilisfitioB. 

10 

$108 

79 

490 

676 

4,127 

978 
8,483 

312 
4,983 
1,708 
2,135 
1.712 
1.938 

716 
14,616 

5,960 

185 

65 

834 
13 

14.070 

A2 

1.818 

840 

250 

3,873 
1 ,684 

53 

HI 
60 

1,979 
101 

410 

466 
90 

10  510 

47 

473 

90,637 

• 

1.437 

* 

2,346 

206 

711 

387 

1.290 

242.292 

1.175 

46 

313 

61.629 

91,220 
13,871 

38.945 

68.762 
1.291 

46 

20 

873 

2.298 

235 

3.041 

4,810 

Dbductioms  FBOM  QBOit  IwcoMB— Continued. 

A  ^^^^«ki»*  A  mim^m^a 

■    9i^^\%M    Tm>j>/Nm««l 

Othbb  DBOOcnova— Ckintlnued. 

«»«-raw/rM«Jka*«#nv   mmn^m^    *««v«raB«> 

Interest  on 
Fluided  Debt. 

15 

Intereeton 

Unfunded 

Debt. 

16 

Miaoellaneove. 
17        N 

Amortisations 

and 

Depreoiation 

ol  Plant. 

18 

Sinking  Fond 

and  Optional 

Reserves. 

19 

Diyidends 
Deolared. 

20 

Sondties. 
21 

$846 
619 

$793 
931 

0 

$2,280 

1,299 

$250 

600 

12 
520 

$485 

150 

1,500 

2,712 
21.498 

3,228 

24,312 

2,000 

90 

474 

3,352 
933 
156 

20,960 

$4,862 
305 

$5,500 
600 

297 

735 

1,865 

1.066 

138 

1,200 

8,923 

304 

434 

776 

2,082 

82 

1.000 

1.840 

283 

8,101 

252 

1,708 

22,430 

1,586 
64 

92,432 
1.620 

39.000 
1,875 

5,492 

326 

417,350 

29,294 
2,257 

84 
717 

249,173 
4.210 

106,000 
1.500 

660,000 
3,750 

2,403 

2,294 

100 

2,140 

100 

1.046 

750 
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Public  Service  Ck)MMissioN  of  Maryland 


TABLE 


Srowiito'fob  Each  or  tob  Blsctbio  Liobt  and  Qai  CoBPOBA-noNg  Nambo  Thbbbin 


THB  ToTAi.  Amaun 
or  SncB 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 


TiTLB  or  Ck>BPOBATION. 


Total*. 


Total 
Amount 
Deo.  31, 

19I& 


Annapolis  Public  Utilities  Co , 

Cambridge  Qas,  Eleotrio  Licht  ^Power  Co , 

Crheetertown  Oas  Co 

CitiienB  Qas  Co 

Consolidated  Gas  Eleotrio  Light  A  Power  Co 

Consolidated  Power  Co 

ConsoUdated  Public  UtiHties  Co 

Criafield  Light  ft  Power  Co 

Elkton  Oas  light  Co 

Georgetown  Oas  Light  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co 

Hagerstown  Light  £  Heat  Co 

Havre  de  Grace  Gas  Co 

Srattsyille  Oas  A  Electric  Co 
anohester  Lighting  dc  Heating  Co 

Washington  Gas  Light  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co 

{Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 
West  Virginia  A  Maryland  Gas  Co.  of  Maryland . . . 
West  Virginia  4b  Maryland  Gas  Co.  of  West  Virginia 


Total 
Amount 
Deo.  31, 

1918. 

3 


$18,158 

12.748 

2,840 

2,675 

1,034,125 

967,055 

8,466 

541 

396 

1,871 

1,728 

2.724 

5.049 

85 

1.486 

3.978 

6.713 

68,812 


8492,638 

335,347 

91,276 

191,575 

59,879.711 

12,286,318 

141,624 

78,136 

26.531 

108,902 

584,061 

136.753 

188.683 

6.230 

22.130 

189.794 

263,780 

3,815,118 


883.706 

7,916 

6.339 

2.675 

1,401,066 

967,056 
8,466 
2.373 


l.< 
25,885 

3,210 
17.144 


1.430 

1.750 

33,830 

81.831 


TfTLB  or  COBPOBATION. 


Dbtails  or  AssBTs — Continued. 


DBTAILSOr 


Unex- 
tinguished 
Discount  on 
Securities. 

14 


Raaoq^iired 
Seountise. 


16 


Sundries. 


16 


1  Annapolis  Public  Utilities  Co 

2  Cambridge  Gas.  Electric  Light  &  Power  Co 

3  Chestertown  Gas  Co 

(^tisens  Gas  Co 

5  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  ft  Power  Co 

6  Consolidated  Power  Co 

7  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co 

8  Crisfield  Light  ft  Power  Co 

9  Elkton  Gas  Light  Co 

10  Georgetown  Gas  Light  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co 

11  Hagerstown  Light  ft  Heat  Co 

12  Havre  de  Grace  Gas  Co 

13  Hyattsville  Gas  ft  Electric  Co 

14  Manchester  Lighting  ft  Heating  Co 

15  Washington  Gas  Light  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co 

16  tNorthem  Natural  Gas  Co 

17  tWest  Virginia  ft  Maryland  Gas  Co.  of  Maryland . . . . 

18  fWest  Virginia  ft  Maryland  Gas  Co.  of  West  Virginia. 


33,721 


949.893 
283.049 


33,272 


834 


3857 
'■'66' 


250 


3.714,804 
a6.468.000 


34.000 


50 

3,502 

6,538 

124,227 


OapiUl 

Stock. 


17 

8172,700 

100,000 

15,000 

65.000 

14,483.900 

100 

35,510 

40.000 

18,587 

10.000 

300.000 

60,000 

86,000 

5,380 

10,000 

100,000 

20,000 

3.0OO.0OO 


t  Natural  Gas  Companies. 

(a)  Certified  1st  mortgage  5  per  cent  20-year  bonds  in  treasury. 

More — Deficit,  loas  and  other  reverse  items  in  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  34. 


OF  AtSBTS,  TBI  TOTAXf  AlCOVNT  OV  LlABIUTIBS  AND  TBI  SaBPLUS  Off  DbOBMBHB  31.  1918.  AND  TBI  CLAMIFICATIOir 
AND  iLlASIUTZSS. 


Totals — Contiinied. 


BUMFLVt  OB  DbFICIT. 


Total 
Amount 
Deo.  31, 

1918. 


Orer 

Pnoeding 

Year. 

6 


S3.4I2 

U.847 

28.525 

4.832 

16.114 

3.398 

1.699,019 

968.981 

1,404 

1.732 

r  2,281 

246 

12.907 

1     24.113 

29,232 

486 

81,228 

12.086 

190 

fe  15 
r      P  66 

3.665 

11.219 

B.737 

7.421 

27.107 

113,621 

17.781 

Coet 

of 
Plant. 


8407.170 

307.390 

72,170 

175,664 

47,981,305 

4,527,029 

121,662 

71,429 

25,150 

103.610 

488,098 

111,998 

196,529 

5,380 

20,770 

194,082 

248,475 

3,168.477 


Caah. 


8 

89.686 

956 

60 

1.182 

1.991.699 

100 

7.273 

3 


6 
3,894 

684 
1.706 

153 
3.366 
2.849 


DsTAILa  OF  ASSBTS. 


70.611 


Bills  and 

Aooounts 

Receivable. 

9 

$26,628 

46.382 

912 

7.928 

1.637,881 

425,000 

7,287 

2,368 

996 

3,026 

12,393 

678 

14,289 

i\i2b' 

1,080 

1.346 

108,282 


Materials 

and 
Sappliea. 

10 
812,416 

Invest- 
menta. 

11 

inking 
Fund  and 

Optional 
Reeervee. 

12 
829.375 

Speda! 

Depoeits 

andPre- 

paymenta. 

13 
83.068 

424 

1,963 

6,800 

1,332,296 

82,825,826 

534.017 

611.107 
683.140 

5,016 

2,931 

384 

137 

30 

20,544 

3,066 

6,929 

40 

4.766 

194 

458 

860 

230,000 

Dbtails  of  LiABZLnxBs — Conttnoed. 


Funded 
Debt. 

18         1 

Taxes 
Aoemed 

and 
Unpaid. 

19 

Inteiest 
Aoemed  on 
Funded  and 
Other  Debt. 

a) 

83.864 

1 

BUlsand 
Aoeounts 
Payabls. 

21 

Dividends 
Payable. 

22 

Consumers' 
Deposits. 

23 

$4,127 
4.186 

anUnc 
Fund  and 

Optional 
Reserves. 

24 

855.700 
1.424 

Reeervefor 

Depre- 
oiationand 
Amortisa- 
tion. 

26 

Sundries. 
26 

$198,600 
161.000 

677 

843.994 

57.318 

66.271 

2,642 

812.089 
10.742 

20.000 

120.000 

810 

..*.••.•••• 

a,  223 
1,956.101 

87,762,247 

11.468.000 

60,000 

30.000 

6.000 

842.917 

3.584.589 

818.218 

19.679 

7.236 

$288,428 

63.717 

974.000 

$3,810 

912 
900 

40 

36.563 

2.004 
96.016 

3.888 
9.736 

326.000 

770 

"*6.684' 
10.196 

28.691 
1     28.667 

1.425 

12.810 

466 

50.000 

786 

119  \  m    97;979 
1 

4.686 

2.276 
850 

3,161 

11.646 

486 

274 

2.326 

24.016 

8.811 
33.339 

84.353 

78.050 

,  11.341 

46.366 

135.065 

1,009.623 

770.138 

■ 
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TABLE 


SHOwijfQ  POR  Each  or  the  Glbctbic  Light  axd  Qas  Cohpobations  Nambo  Thbbbin 

NaT    IlfCOMB    AND    TBI 


Amount  of  QBOit 

SUKn.U8    VBOM 


TOTAXA 


Title  op  Corporation. 


Gross 
Inoome 
from  all 
Souroes. 


Deductions 

from 

Qross 

Inoome. 


1  Annapolis  PubUc  UtiUties  Co $111,303 

2  Cambridge  Qas.  Electric  light  A  Power  Co 84,756 

3  Chestertown  Gas  Co 14,417 

4  Citisena  Gas  Co >  46,689 

5  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  light  A  Power  Co 12,134,433 

6  ConsoUdated  Public  UtiUties  Co i  34,584 

7  Cris6eld  light  A  Power  Co 15,660 

8  EUrton  Gas  light  Co 7.576 

9  Georgetown  Gas  L^ht  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co 32,095 

10  Hagerstown  A  Frederick  Ry.  Co.  (Electric  and  Gas  DMDtB.).  349,564 

11  Hagerstown  light  ft  Heat  Co 125.091 

12  Havre  de  Grace  Gas  Co 15,387 

13  Hyattsville  Gas  A  Electric  Co I  61.656 

14  Idanchester  lighting  A  Heating  Co '  854 

15  Washington  Gas  li^t  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co 16,525 

16  tNorthem  Natural  Gas  Co 40,468 

17  tWest  Virginia  A  Maryland  Gas  Co.  of  Maryland 87,454 

18  fWest  Virginia  A  Maryland  Gas  Co.  of  West  Virginia 534.088 


$109,918 

75.806 

17.815 

43.466 

9.975,185 

30,139 

17,392 

7,523 

31,850 

312,469 

125,424 

15,873 

66,414 

828 

14.858 

38.171 

114,561 

551,869 


Net 

Income. 

1 

3 

Appropiift* 

tioQB  from 

Net 

Inoome. 

4 

$1,885 

8,950 

3,386 

3.223 

2,159,248 

4.445 

1,732 

53 

245 

37.095 

333 

486 

4,758 

26 

666 

2.297 

27,107 

17,781 

$5,932 
4,118 

3."233* 

2.526.180 
4,445 

*23,*786' 

7.337 

12 

600 

8.000 

Dbdugtions  vbok  Gboss  Incohb — Continufld. 


OpBBATINO  fixPBNSBS,  GAs-^Cont. 


Title  or  Corporation. 


Dxoocnovs 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 


Annapolis  Public  Utilities  Co 

Cambridge  Gas.  Electric  light  A  Power  Co 

Chestertown  Gas  Co 

Citisens  Gas  Co 

Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co 

Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co 

Crisfield  Light  A  Power  Co 

Elkton  Gas  Light  Co 

Georgetown  Gas  Light  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co 

Hagerstown  A  Frederick  Ry.  Co.  (Electric  and  Gas  Depts.). 

Hagerstown  Light  A  Heat  Co 

Havre  de  Grace  Gas  Co 

Hyattsville  Gas  A  Electric  Co 

Manchester  lighting  A  Heating  Co 

Washington  Gas  Light  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co 

'  Northern  Natural  Gas  Co 

'  West  Virginia  A  Maryland  Gas  Co.  of  MaryUuui 

'  West  Virginia  A  Maryland  Gas  Co.  of  West  Virginia 


Transmis- 
sion and 
Distribu- 
tion. 

14_ 

$1,699 

1,055 

11 

1,796 

303,658 

907 

1,244 

75 

3.079 

2,841 

5,675 

888 

2,862 


Commercial.     General. 


776 

8,841 

36,572 

150,612 


15^ 

$2,440 
1,041 

265' 

212.019 

"i.oio 

337 
1.087 
1.610 
6,950 

367 
5.188 


16 


$2,363 
3,179 

■■*7i339' 

259,485 

1.164 

1,787 

18 

2.359 

3.073 

16,288 

1,509 

5.006 


684 


1.521 

3.107 

13.577 

31.784 


Taxes. 


17 

$5,009 

2,840 

300 

2.782 

807.006 

847 

930 

189 

720 

"sisso' 

792 

3.202 

36 

425 

2.615 

2.327 

15.470 


t  Natural  Gas  Companies. 

Note — Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  in  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  35. 


Ixcoics  rBou  All  Soubobs,  tbb  DaoacnoNt  fbov  Qboss  iNOom,  thm  Net  Incou ■•  tbi  Appbopbiations  pbom 
Opkbations  of  trb  Tbab  Ekdbo  Dbckmbbb  31, 1918. 


Totals 
—Continued. 

DlSTBl 

BUnOK  OP  I 

Operatinc 

Revenue, 

Gas. 

7 

NCOKB. 

Non- 
Operating 
R(BTenue. 

8 

Op 

Prodnotlon. 

9 

$34,136 
29,054 

? ■  - 

Dbdvctxons  pbom  Qboss  Ikooub. 

BBATIKO  EZPBNSBS.  ElBCTBIC. 

1 

Transmia-     Utilisation 

10                   11                   12 

$1,586            $3,022            $2,318 
3,772  i           3,974              7,096 
1 

OPBBATmQ 
EZPBNSBS, 

Gas. 

Surplus 

or 
Deficit. 

5 

Operating 
Rerenue, 
Eleotrie. 

6 

Production. 
13 

S4,547 

$60,877 
64.256 

$50,426 
20.500 
14.417 
46,689 
4.817,540 
13,294 
15,660 
7,576 
32.095 
40.014 

124.791 
15.387 
61.656 
854 
15.456 
40,368 
87,054 

526,552 

$45,350 

4,832 

12.451 

3,386 

12.654 

*«-«--'.... 

23,673 

366,932 

7.284,398 
21,118 

$32,495 
172 

*2,69i;ii4* 

6,998 

522,211 
986 

235.550 
519 

'3i6.*498 
1.892 

2.440.785 
13,203 

1 ,732 

10.183 

53 

6,476 

245 

"*276;ii4' 

20,231 

37,096 
24,113 

33,436 
300 

133.607 

15,010 

16,301 

■    'i8;244' 

21,782 
77,647 

488 

9.785 

12,006 

14 

•  ••••••■••• 

45.236 

792 

66 

69 

100 

400 

7,536 

11,436 

6,703 

****•"*■*"* 

13,299 

27,107 

36,134 

17,781 

110,608 

DBDUcnoNs  PBOK  Gboss  IifcoMB — Gontinuod. 

\ 

Othbb  Dbduction»— Continued. 

Appbopbiahons  pbou  Net  Income. 

UnooUectible 
BUls. 

18 

Interest  on 
Funded  Debt. 

19 

Interest  on 

Unfunded 

Debt 

20 

Mlwellan- 
eous. 

21 

Amortisation 

and 

Depreeiation. 

of  Plant. 

22 

Sinking  Fund 

and  Optional 

Resenres. 

23 

1 

Diridends 
Declared. 

24 

Sundries. 
25 

$10,715 
9,660 
1,275 
7.200 
2,005,981 
2.500 
1.800 
360 

$1,042 

2,218 

3,568 

471 

157,420 

861 

227 

67 

4,350 

$237 
100 

$4,164              SI. 786 

$19 

$364 

$3,369 

$750 

7 

3;223' 

1.125.000 
4.445 

i7,467 

250,000 

1.151.180 

128 

204 

23 

317 

14.550 
2.500 

646 

28 

5,135 

3,780 

"*'  26,666* 

3 

•••••••••••• 

300 

15 

6,880 

546 

16 

780 

2.687 

45,339 

600 
8,000 

9,528 

23,264 

191.305 

6,750 

• 
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PuBuc  Sebvice  Commission  of  Maryland 


TABLE 

SBOwoia  won  Each  or  tbs  Elbctbic  Lioht  and  Qab  Cobporations  Naubo  Thbbbin  Vabioiti  OrBBATwa  8za,tx 

0— Nobb;    *- 


TiTLB  OF  COBPOBATION. 


PBODUcnoM  Plamt,  Etc. 


Number  d 
Bepohw. 

1 


Number  of 
Retorta. 

2 


Number  of 

Water 
GaaSeU. 

3 


Nvmberof 
Holden. 


1  Anaapolia  PubUo  Utifitiea  Co 

2  Cambridge  Gaa,  Eleotrio  Licht  A  Power  Co «. . 

3  CiUieDS*  Gm  Co 

4  Consolidated  Gm  Electric  light  db  Power  Co 

6       Coneotidated  Public  UtiUtiee  Co 

6  Crisfield  light  A  Power  Co 

7  Elkton  Gaa  Light  Co 

8  (a)  Georgetovm  Gaa  Light  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co 

9  Hageratown  ft  Frederick  Ry.  Co.  (Elec.  ft  Gaa  Depta.) 

10  Hageratown  light  ft  Heat  Co 

11  Havre  de  Grace  Gaa  Co 

12  Hyattaville  Gaa  ft  Electric  Cd.\  : 

13  (h)  Mancheater  Lighting  ft  Heating  Co 

14  (a)  Waahington  Gaa  Light  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co 

16      tNorthem  Natural  Gaa  Co 

16  fWeat  Virginia  ft  Maryland  Gaa  Co.  of  Maryland 

17  fWeat  ^rginia  ft  Maryland  Gaa  Co.  of  Weat  Virginia. 


6 
3 
0 
0 
3 
0 
2 
0 
0 
0 
0 
4t 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


36 

17 
0 
0 

12 
0 
6 
0 
0 
0 
0 

24 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


0 
0 
2 
12 
0 
1 
0 
0 
2 
2 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


2 
2 
2 
14 
1 
1 
1 
0 
2 
2 
1 
1 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


TTTLB  op  COBPOBATIOIf. 


QuAMTmBa  Madb,  Bought  and  Sold  Dubwo 
THB  Ybab-— Continued. 


Sold. 


CoalQaa, 
M.  Cub.  Ft. 

13 


Water  Gaa, 
M.  Cub.  Ft. 

14 


Mixed  Gaa, 
M.  Cub.  Ft. 

16 


1  Annapolia  Public  Utilitiea  Co 

2  Cambridge  Gaa,  Electric  light  ft  Power  Co 

3  CStiaena'  Gaa  Co 

4  Conaolidated  Gaa  Electric  Light  ft  Power  Co 

6       Conaolidated  Public  Utilitiea  Co 

6  Cria6eld  lii^t  ft  Power  Co 

7  Elkton  Gaa  Light  Co 

8  (a)  Georgetown  Gaa  Light  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co.. 

9  Hageratown  ft  Frederick  Ry.  Co.  (Elec.  ft  Gaa  Depta.) 

10  Hageratown  Light  ft  Heat  Co 

11  Havre  de  Grace  Gaa  Co 

12  Hyattaville  Gaa  ft  Electric  Co 

13  (6)  Mancheater  lighting  ft  Heating  Co 

14  (a)  Waahington  Gaa  Light  Co.  of  Montgomery  Co 

15  tNorthem  Natural  Gaa  Co 

16  meat  ^rginia  ft  Maryland  Gaa  Co.  of  Maryland 

17  fWeat  Virginia  ft  Maryland  Gaa  Co.  of  Weat  VirgLnia . 


26,244 

• 

0 

0 

6,882 

0 

8,089 
32,096 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
16.260  , 

0        ! 

0 


0 

28,007 

0 

0 

9,446 

0 

0 
24.791 

102,070 

• 

34,074 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


0 


7,133,471 
0 
0 

0  • 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

8- 


Natural  Qai, 
M.  Cub.  Ft. 

16 

0 

• 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
9S.352 
268.098 
923.196 


(a)  Diatributing  Company,  doea  not  manufacture. 
(h)  Makea  acetylene  gaa. 
t  Natural  Gaa  Companiea. 


Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 
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No.  37. 

flues  FOB  THM  Ybab  Endbd  DbC£MBBR  31,  1918. 
or  Rbquxrbd  Fxoubbs. 


Thb  Charactbrs  Shown  in  This  Table  Indxcatb  as  Follows; 


PBODVCnON 

Pi^NT,  Etc. 
— Continued. 

Daily  Capacttt  ov 
Plant. 

1 

1 

1 

Qdantitibs  Made,  Bought  and 
Madb. 

Sold  Dorinq  thb  Yeab. 
Bought. 

Capacity  of 
Holders, 
Cub.  Ft. 

Coal  Gas, 

Water  Gas, 

Coal  Gas, 

Water  Gas, 

Natural  Gas. 

Coal  Gas, 

Natural  Gas, 

M.Cub 

.Ft. 

M. 

Cub. 

Ft. 

M.  Cub.  Ft. 

]^.  Cub.  Ft. 

M. 

Cub. 

Ft. 

M.  Cub.  Ft. 

M.  Cub.  Ft. 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

— 

10 

11 
0 

12 

85,000  ' 

300 

0 

35,731 

0 

0 

0 

30,000 

76 

0 

, 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

60,000  , 

0 

300 

0 

30,030 

0 

0 

0 

13.400.000  ' 

0 

34,000  , 

0 

5.290,163 

0 

2,141,268 

0 

33,000 

24 

0 

1 

• 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

20,000 

0 

50 

0 

10.485 

0 

0 

0 

15,000 

35 

0 

• 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

.   32.095 

0 

46.424 

0 

150 

0 

30,365 

0 

0 

0 

330,000 

0 

930 

0 

117,330 

0 

0 

0 

20.000 

0 

100  1 

0 

• 

0 

0 

0 

60,000  i 

180 

0 

36,836 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

•»       « 

0 

, 

0 

16,260 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

93,352 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

258,098 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

i 

0 

0 

923.195 

1 

Transmission  and  Distribution  Mains, 
Length  in  Fbbt. 


CONSUMBBS. 


Above 

AbOTO  4  Inches 

Above  i  Inch 

12  Inches  in 

but  not  above 

but  not  above 

DiBmeter. 

12  Inches. 

4  Inches. 

17 

18 

19 

0 

1.798 

57,413 

0 

2,450 

215,346 

0 

8,278 

145,770 

627.082 

1.389,609 

2.372.886 

0 

3.000 

22,000 

0 

0 

49,692 

0 

140 

17,076 

0 

53,505 

49.328 

0 

10.036 

61.156 

0 

;                 54.889 

116,179 

0 

1                   2,610 

23,126 

0 

35,743 

98.257 

0 

0 

6,600 

0 

9,236 

20,632 

0 

79,867 

68,898 

0 

80,698 

352,100 

0 

i               163,908 

362,332 

Number  of 
Street  Lamps- 

20 

0 

0 

0 

12.501 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 


0 
0 
0 
0 


31 


6.50 


Price  Per  Year. 


21 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

• 

0 
0 
0 
0 


Number  of 

Private 
Consumers. 

22 


1,547 

1.563 

140.239 

601 

566 

312 

496 

1,464 

4,148 

540 

1,501 

55 

413 

723 

3,368 

6,011 


Number  of 

Meters  in 

Service. 

23 


1,547 

* 

1,563 

146,945 

476 

566 

312 

576 

1,464 

4,169 

540 

1,501 

55 

413 

723 

3,368 

5.994 
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Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 


Showing  roB  Each  of  thk  Watkr  CoBPOBAnoNt  Nambd  Thbbbim 


TABLE 

TRB  Total  Amount  of  Assbti, 
Ci^tnFiCATioir  of  Such 


TOTAU. 


Title  of  Corporation. 


Total 
Amount 
Dec.  31, 

1918. 


Inoreaae 

Over 

Preoedinc 

Tear. 


1  AriMUtn  Water  Ck> 

2  Baltinu>re  County  Water  ft  Electric  Co 

Z  Bel  Air  Water  ft  Light  Co 

4  Boonaboro  Water  Co 

'  6  Braddock  Heights  Water  Co 

«  Brooklyn  ft  Curtis  Bay  Light  ft  Water  Co 

7  Burkittsville  Water  Co 

5  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.,  Water  Dept. 
9  Dorohestei  Water  Co 

10  Frostburg  Water  Co 

11  Havre  de  Grace  Water  Co 

12  Lonaooning  Water  Co 

13  Mechanicstown  Water  Co 

14  Midland-Elk  Lick  Water  Co 

16  Pcrryville  Water  Co 

.16  Rognel  Heights  Water  Co 

^  17  Roland  Parte  Water  Co 

18  Suburban  Water  Co 

10  Union  Bridge  Water  Co 

20  Walkersville  Water  Co 


$256,534 

$1,607 

2,786,282 

142.196 

100,373 

15 

32,504 

232 

27,266 

345 

195.848 

1.424 

3.260 

135 

213,230  1 

5,951 

119,683  : 

1,257 

16.749 

138 

135,725 

3,228 

137,829 

779 

21,522  . 

712 

73.320 

345 

31.072  ' 

506 

31,846 

087 

267.639 

388 

208,650  , 

4,424 

28.159  1 

490 

22.970  , 

221 

LlABITJTRS. 


Total 
Amount 
Dec.  31. 
k  1918. 


$251 . 108 

2,297.964 

108.243 

30.241 

24.921 

182.664 

2.618 

228.419 

119.649 

11.950 

126.167 

110.2S7 

12.750 

70.703 

10,210 

30.675 

261.480 

204.012 

24,448 

23,122 


Over 

Preceding 

Year. 


123.204 

780 

4t 

530 

1.320 

6 

13,277 

126 


500 

988 

279 

300 

3 

165 

5.002 

1,301 

610 

233 


TiTLB  OF  Corporation. 


Dbtails  of  Assbts 
— Continued. 


Unextin- 
^ished 

Discount  on! 

Securities.  , 

14 


Sundries. 


15 


1  Artesian  Water  Co 

2  Baltimore  County  Water  ft  Electric  Co 

3  Bel  Air  Water  ft  Light  Co 

4  Boonsboro  Water  Co 

5  Braddook  Heights  Water  Co 

•6  Brooklyn  ft  Curtis  Bay  Light  ft  Water  Co 

7  Burkittsville  Water  Co 

«  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.,  Water  Dept. . 

9  Dorchester  Water  Co 

10  Frostburg  Water  Co 

11  Havre  de  Grace  Water  Co 

12  Lonaconing  Water  Co 

13  Mechanicstown  Water  Co 

14  Midland-Elk  Lick  Water  Co 

16  Pcrryville  Water  Co 

16  Uognel  Heights  Water  Co 

17  Jloland  Park  Water  Co 

18  Suburban  Water  Co 

19  ITnion  Bridge  Water  Co 

20  Walkersville  Water  Co 


$54,910         $ai.297 


8 


28 


22,714 


552 


DBTAn.8  OF 

LiABiunxs. 


Capital 

Stock. 


16 


Funded 
Debt. 


17 


$155,050 

885,000 

390,000 

920,837 

49,500 

48,800 

10,000 

10,000 

8,500 

9,500 

100,000 

50,000 

2.110 

102.000 

85.666 

103.970 

9.9.50 

7.500 

oO.OOO 

70,000 

31,500 

9,500 

41,500 

27.000 

10.200 

15,000 

io.OOO 

50,000 

165.000 

100.000 

92,000 

11,745 

10.000 

20.000 

Note — De6cit.  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  40. 

THB  Total  Aiionirr  ov  LiABiums,  tbm  Total  Amovnt  ov  Subplus  on  Dscbmbbb  31,  1918,  and  tbb 

ASSBTS  AND  LlABIUnBB. 


Total*— Continued. 


Dbtails  or  Abbbts. 


BURFLOB  OB  DbVICIT. 

Total 
Amount 
Dec.  31, 

1918. 

5 

Inorean 
•  Over 
PreoediDf 
Tear. 

6 

Coat  of 
Plant. 

7 

Caah. 

8 

BiUaand 

Aooounts 

Raoelyable. 

9 

Materiala 

and 
Suppliea. 

10 

Invost- 
menta. 

11 

Sinking 
Funds. 

12 

Spedal 

Dmoflito 

andPra- 

paymenta. 

13 

1 
$5,426  1          B1-75A 

$224,229 

2,337,661 

100,205 

25.545 

27.165 

187.419 

2.947 

212.535 

110.091 

15.000 

126.435 

130,219 

17,833 

46,097 

29.105 

30,754 

250.277 

197,623 

26,826 

22,821 

$3,456 

37,833 

64 

5 

46 

953 

162 

11,668 

695 

257 

842 

221 

1.341 

270 

1,445 

849 

2.806 

$8,774 
98,059 

$75 

488.138 
7370 
2,353 

18.992 
795 
183 
186 
104 
141 

$3,257 
103 

$210,731 

$569 

8,964 

..   ..^ 

24 

6.336 

159 

4,960 

^8.897 

'1.417 

8.148 

1,983 

645 

768 

521 

sisso 

750 

2.345 

13.184 

1.140 

651 

15.189             7.326 

63 

7,250 

•••••••••• 

90 

34              1.131 

4,799 

138 
2,728 
1,767 

433 
45 

503 

522 
6^90 
3.123 

120 
12 

75 
300 
377 
202 
144 

9.558 

27,542 

6.000 
1.500 
3.325 

' 

8.772 

• 

2.617 

■  • 

20,862 

1.171 

242 
2.232 
1,100 

6.059 
4.638 

4.813 

7,353 

621 

289 

"6,332 

429 

2.422 

700 

97 
150 

3,711 

511 
140 

162 

Dbtailb  or  LiABiUTiBa— Continued. 


Aoenied 
Intereet  on 

Funded 

and  Other 

Debt. 

18 

Taxes 
Aoonied. 

19 

BUIsand 
Aooounts 
Payable. 

20 

Customers' 
Deposits. 

21 

Dividends 
Payable. 

22 

Sundries. 
23 

Sinking 
Fund  and 
Optional 
Reserves. 

24 

Reserve  for 
Depreeiation. 

25 

$8,168 
197.291 

9,209 
10,241 

6,727 

9,397 

507 

23,129 

15,678 

2,000 

$792 
35.265 

$102 
406.985 

$2,000 
296.388 

$8,358 

$11,700 

$31,138 

734 

194 

5,296 

10.970 

7,000 

1,047 

225 

17.01S 

667 

50O 

788 

8.00O 

3,250 

450 

800 

95$ 

125 

$139 
350 

161 

687 

5,729 
6,172 

1,127 

2,197 

36,38» 

1,840 

1,000 

3,000 

30 

2,672 

140 

3,122 

520 


PuBuc  Sebyice  Commission  of  Maryland 


TABLE 


Skowino  rom  E\ok  or  vuu  Watsb  CoEPOBAnoMs  Nambd  Thbbbin  thb  Qbom  Inoomb  pbom  All 

SoRPLOs  PBOM  THB  Opbbations  ow  THB  Ybab  Endbd  Dbcbmbbb  81,  1918.    Thb  CRABAcnnt 


1 

2 
3 

4 
6 
6 
7 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

29 


TCTLB  OP  COBPOBATXOli. 


Totals. 


Grow  Inoome 

from 
All  Sources. 


iDoreMO 
Over 

Preoediikg 
Year. 


Deduotione 

from 

QrosBlnoome.1 


Increaae 
Over 


.  I 


ArteeUn  Water  Co. 

Baltimore  County  Water  d;  Electric  Co 

Bel  Air  Water  &  Light  Co 

Boonaboro  Water  Co 

Braddock  Heights  Water  Co * 

Brooklyn  St  Curtis  Bay  Light  A  Water  Co 

BurkittBville  Water  Co 

Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.,  Water  Dept 

Dorchester  Water  Co 

Frostburg  Water  Co 

Havre  de  Grace  Water  Co 

Lonaconing  Water  Co 

Mechaniostown  Water  Co 

Midland-Elk  Lick  Water  Co 

Penyville  Water  Co 

Rognel  Heighti  Water  Co 

Roland  Park  Water  Co 

Suburban  Water  Co 

Union  Bridge  Water  Co 

Walkersville  Water  Co 


69.982 

253.6.56 

7,809 

2,038 

2.001 

36.548 
165 

19.194 

27,615 
1,417 

14.864 
9.876 
3.737 
4.165 
3.906 
3,677 

38,663 

27.220 
3,505 
1.843 


$730 

45,087 

1.334 

36 

173 

10.430 

13 

5,051 

4,814 

38 

5.107 

122 

252 

18 

876 

1,932 

673 

13 

415 


3 

$6,250 

184.611 

8,604 

1,821 

2,086 

36,444 
70 

25,274 

23,429 
1.334 

11,542 
7,860 
1,474 
3,619 
2.856 
3.004 

29.933 

22,360 

2,320 

582 


I 


Year. 

4 


$121 

37,071 

1.995 

354 

277 

14.319 

18 

9,253 

5,130 

34 

2,280 

2,516 

461 

165 


1,792 
2,053 


256 


TrrLB  OP  COBPOBATIOM. 


Dbouctions  fBOM  Qboss  Inoomb. 


OpBBATINO  EZPBlfSBS. 


Collecting 

and 
Pumping 
Systems. 

13 


Distribution. 


14 


Eei>airi. 


15 


Qeoanl 


16 


Artesian  Water  Co 

Baltimore  County  Water  A  Electric  Co 

Bel  Air  Water  A  Light  Co 

Boonaboro  Water  Co 

Braddock  Heights  Water  Co 

Brooklyn  A  Curtis  Bay  Light  ds  Water  Co 

Burkittsville  Water  Co 

Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.,  Water  Dept 

Dorchester  Water  Co 

Frostburg  Water  Co 

Havre  de  Grace  Water  Co 

Lonaconing  Water  Co 

Meohanicstown  Water  Co 

Midland-Elk  Lick  Water  Co 

PerrsrviUe  Water  Co 

Rognel  Heights  Water  Co 

Roland  Park  Water  Co 

Suburban  Water  Co 

Union  Bridge  Water  Co 

Walkersville  Water  Co 


$2,917 

0 

$543 

$2,327 

57,896 

$1,481 

17.489 

43,690 

2.091 

480 

89 

2.737 

13 

2 

214 

409 

485 

84 

250 

250 

23.739 

911 

747 

6.721 

0 

0 

0 

17 

13.519 

483 

493 

3.760 

12.911 

214 

821 

5,093 

0 

0 

115 

1,010 

5,410 

0 

710 

2,755 

136 

897 

982 

3.188 

0 

0 

83 

719 

75 

154 

556 

1,215 

23 

0 

132 

2,141 

1.238 

0 

0 

737 

11.210 

1,260 

1.632 

6,052 

9,939 

0 

1,028 

4,676 

983 

37 

'       255 

222 

0 

211 

0 

78 

Note — ^Defidt.  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  41. 

VBS  DaDUonoMi  vmau  Qaon  Imcomc,  ram  Nst  Iirooua,  lam  ArwrnontAmona  fbom  Nbt  Incomc,   a.md  ths 
Sbowm  xm  Tm  Tablb  Imdicati  as  Fouowa:    0— Nom;  ^Aasaifoa  or  RiQvnao  FiauBca. 


Total*— Oonttimed. 

RlYBinTB. 

• 

Net  Inoome. 

laerow 
Over 

Amiropfi*- 
•    noiM  from 
i  Net  IneonM. 

iBsraaw 

Over 

Preoedins 

Tear. 

1 

SnrphiB  or 
Deficit. 

Inereaae 

Over 

Preeedins 

Tear. 

Operating 
Hevenue. 

Noa- 
Operatiag 
RisTeDiw. 

5 

6 

1 

i    ,    7 

8 

9 

l6 

11 

12 

$3,732 

$851 

$1,976 

$1,824 

$1,756 

$1.^75 

$9,982 

'           0 

09,045 

8.016 

50.053 

5.184 

18.992 

2.832 

242.361 

$11,295 

799 

661 

0 

0 

786 

661 

,           7,809 

0 

217 

379 

400 

168 

183 

211 

'           1,750 

288 

88 

104 

100 

100 

186 

204 

1.968 

33 

104 

3,888 

0 

0 

104 

3388 

36.510 

37 

95 

6 

46 

62 

141 

67 

165 

0 

6,068 

4.202 

1.246 

I4M6 

7,326 

5,448 

18.879 

315 

4.186 

316 

3.055 

3,178 

1.131 

2,857 

27.573 

42 

83 

4 

66 

66 

138 

1                   ••5» 

1.417 

0 

3.322 

2.827 

504 

684 

2,728 

2.283 

14.079 

785 

2.010 

2,636 

3,777 

177 

1,767 

2,816 

9.876 

0 

2.263 

206 

1.830 

86 

433 

114 

3,787 

0 

546 

147 

500 

47 

45 

184 

4.165 

0 

1.050 

353 

547 

1,677 

603 

1,224 

3.903 

3 

673 

140 

151 

104 

622 

36 

3,677 

0 

8,730 

2,728 

14.120 

6,407 

6,880 

8,132 

38.145 

518 

4.860 

* 

3.000 

* 

1.860 

• 

27.220 

0 

1.185 

16 

1,305 

362 

120 

368 

3.495 

10 

1,261 

159 
nOKS  FBOM  Q] 

1.272 
lOM  Ihcom»— < 

272 

12 

_ 

118 

1.843 

0 

DlDVO 

:k>ntiniied. 

Appbopbzations  nou  Nbt  iNcoaix. 

No»-<!>PBBATI 

Unoolkrtible 
Bilk. 

t 

ma  Ezvurns. 

Intaratton 
Funded  and 
Other  Debt. 

MiaoeUaneotts. 

1 

iSinldncFand 

and 

Optional 

Baaerves. 

Dividends. 

Tazw. 

Depreoiation 
of  Plant. 

Other 
Dedttotions. 

17 

i_         18 

19 

ao 

21 

i          22 

23 

^ 

$462 

0 

0 

0 

$2,000 

0 

0 

$28 

15.273 

$1,198 

$47,583 

0 

29.118 

0 

$19,500 

1.485 

205 

0            1 

3.002 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

67  ! 

24 

1.087 

$4 

0 

$100 

300 

0 

78 

0 

938 

0 

100 

0 

0 

0 

1.026 

0 

3.300  . 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

40 

14 

0 

0 

0 

47 

1.127  1 

0 

4.033 

1.858 

472 

0 

0 

774 

2.892  , 

564  1 

933 

0 

976 

0 

2,079 

0 

46  ! 

0          • 

120 

42 

0 

0 

0 

66 

826 

0 

2.140 

0 

500 

0 

0 

94 

739 

298 

1.625 

0 

1.500 

0 

2.100 

177 

672 

0 

0 

0 

500 

0 

1.330 

0 

260 

90 

1.259 

0 

500 

0 

0 

0 

559 

0 

0 

0 

276 

0 

0 

271 

202 

76 

750 

0 

151 

0 

0 

0 

1,192 

0 

8,486  : 

200 

7.944 

0 

7.500 

1,823 

674 

0             1 

6,043 

0 

3.000 

0 

0 

0 

223 

0 

600 

0 

600 

0 

705 

0 

293 

0 

0 

0 

272 

0 

1.000 

0 
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PUBUC  SEBYICB  Ck>MMI88lON  OF  MABYLAND 


TABLE 


Showing  fob  Eacb  or  tbb  Watbb  Ck»roBAnoifi 


1 

2 

8 

4 

6 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

18 

14 

16 

16 

17 

18 

10 

20 


Nambd  Trbbkn  Yamxov  Statutic*  RauLmra  to 
Tbib  Tablb  IiintcATB  ▲■  Follows:    0 — V< 


TlTLK  or  COBPOBAlIOir. 


SXTPPLT  STSTUt. 


Number  of 

RaMrvotn  And 

Stand  Pipes. 


Cwpecityi 
QftUone. 

2  / 


IB 


Nomberof 
Wells. 


ArteHBB  Water  Co 

Baltimore  County  Water  A  Eleotrio  Co 

Bel  Air  Water  ds  Light  Co 

Booneboro  Water  Co 

Braddock  Heights  Water  Co 

Brook^n  A  Curtis  Bay  Light  ds  Water  Co 

Burkittsville  Water  Co , 

Consolidated  Pubfie  UtiUties  Co.,  Water  Dqrt. 

D^rohester  Water  Co 

Frostburg  Water  Co 

Havre  de  Grace  Water  Co , 

Lonaooning  Water  Co 

Meohaniostoim  Water  Co , 

Midland-Elk  lick  Water  Co 

Perryville  Water  Co , 

Rognel  Heights  Water  Co 

Roland  Park  Water  Co 

Suburban  Water  Co 

Union  Bridge  Water  Co. 

WalkersviUe  Water  Co 


1 
10 
2 
2 
5 
3 
2 
4 
1 
1 
1 
8 
2 
1 
1 
6 
4 
3 
1 
1 


50.000 
06.863.000 

3,000.000 

225,000 

478.000 

480.000 

40.000 

2.180,000 
143.000 
200.000 

2,500,000 

7,000,000 
200,000 

3.000.000 

8,000.000 
168.500 

1.446.278 
170.000 
420.000 
500.000 


0 
0 


5 

14 

2 

1 
9 

2ft 
5 
2 


0 
0 
0 
0 


40 
7 
6 


TXTLB  or  COBPOBAnOM. 


Pviiraro  Srsnif — Coatinnod. 


Number  of 
Water  Wheels. 

12 


Rated  Horw 
Power. 

18 


1  Artesian  Water  Co 

2  Baltimore  County  Water  db  Electric  Co 

3  Bel  Air  Water  4  Light  Co 

4  Boonsboro  Water  Co 

6  Braddock  Heights  Water  Co 

6  Brooklyn  A  Curtis  Bay  Light  ds  Water  Co 

7  Burkittsville  Water  Co 

8  Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.,  Water  Dept. 
0  Dorchester  Water  Co 

10  Frostburg  Water  Co 

11  Havre  de  Grace  Water  Co 

12  Lonaooning  Water  Co , 

18  Mechanicstown  Water  Co 

14  Midland-Elk  Lick  Water  Co 

16  Perryville  Water  Co 

16  Rognel  Heights  Water  Co 

17  Roland  Park  Water  Co 

18  Suburban  Water  Co 

10  Union  Bridge  Water  Co 

20  WalkersviUe  Water  Co. 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


400 


15 


Number  el 

Tons  of  Goal 

Used. 

14 


4.872 


0 
0 

0 

e 


0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

e 

0 


518 


450 
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No.  43. 

SUFFLT  AMD 

* — Amookcm  of 


OF  TBB  SUCB,  FOB  nO  YSAB  EmDSO  DBOBMBUt  31,   1918.     TBI  CBABAOTBBfl  SHOWII  IK 

Bbquibbd  Franuu. 


SUFFLT  SraiBM^-Coiit. 

Nomberof 
Pompa. 

Ratad  Daily 

Capadty. 

Gallona. 

PmiFnra  Stavui. 

Drainaca 

Ana. 
8q.  sSka. 

Purifioation 
System  Uaed. 

fioilan. 

Ratad 
HonaPowar. 

Numbar  of 

StaamorQaa 

fftnginwi 

Ratad 
HonaPowar. 

4 

6 
0 

6 

7 

8 

0 

10 

11 

a 

7 

126,900 

0 

0 

5 

8 

325 

Sand  A  Cbem. 

6 

21.000.000 

5 

750 

3 

820 

7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

i            1 

37i 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

^        * 

Chlorina 

2 

300,000 

0 

0 

1 

25 

a 

0 

2 

100.000 

2 

300 

2 

260 

a 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

a 

Slow  Sand 

4 

1.800.000 

2 

180 

1 

25 

a 

0 

4 

1.500.000 

1 

80 

1 

50 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Chlorina 

4 

a 

2 

165 

0 

0 

10 

0 

1 

72.000 

1 

20 

1 

12 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

6 

Cbemioal 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

221.760 

0 

0 

2 

20 

0 

0 

6 

1,042,560 

0 

0 

1 

75 

0 

Chemieal 

6 

a 

0 

0 

4 

67 

0 

Chamieal 

2 

120,000 

0 

0 

2 

50 

a 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

DianuBunoir  Stitbm. 


Lancthof 
Maina. 
MUaa. 

Siacaof 

Nimbar  of 

MainPipa 

VaiTai. 

Nomberof 
FInHydranta. 

Nombarof 
CoMUDian. 

Number  of 
Sanrioaa. 

Nombarof 
Blatan. 

Nombarof 
FooBtaina 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

7.75 

2to   6 

56 

21 

392 

392 

390 

0 

151.94 

ito20 

944 

451 

11,031 

11,031 

4.998 

2 

8.00 

4  to  12 

48 

48 

857 

357 

357 

1 

8.00 

2to   8 

15 

20 

121 

121 

0 

0 

2.66 

2to   6 

20 

19 

75 

75 

73 

1 

14.58 

4to   8 

65 

73 

974 

974 

974 

1 

.80 

4 

5 

0 

18 

18 

0 

0 

19.68 

ItolO 

131 

91 

1.014 

1.014 

565 

3 

a 

ItolO 

67 

48 

1.991 

1,991 

79 

3 

17.84 

ito   8 

14 

1 

160 

145 

0 

0 

12.50 

4  to  10 

a 

58 

659 

a 

257 

0 

8.60 

4  to  12 

46 

34 

817 

a 

43 

0 

4.00 

2to   6 

a 

29 

217 

212 

4 

0 

6.18 

ItolO 

17 

11 

438 

a 

8 

0 

4.40 

4  to  12 

17 

11 

202 

136 

4 

0 

.55 

4 

26 

4 

76 

74 

74 

0 

18.84 

ftolO 
2to   6 

260 

120 

1.083 

1.083 

.  1.071 

0 

9.70 

a 

19 

1.349 

1.349 

1.849 

0 

a 

4to   8 

21 

16 

450 

450 

4 

0 

6.00 

4to   8 

a 

27 

625 

125 

25 

0 

PuBUC  Service  Commission  of  Mabtland 
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PuBUc  Service  Commission  of  Mabyland 


TABLE 


SoowiNa  voB  Bagh  of  tss  TauBFHONB  AND  TuaoBAPK  CoBPOSAnoirf  Naioo  Thbbum 


TXTUD  Of  COBVOBAHOM. 


THB  Total  Amowst  ov 
ow  Booh 

Totals. 


Total 
Amoimt 
Deo.  31. 

1918. 


1 
2 
2 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
Q 
10 
11 


Cecil  Fannera'  Telephone  Co 

Cheeapeake  A  Potomac  Telephone  Co 

Cumberland  Valley  Telephone  Co 

Qarrett  County  Telephone  Co 

Maryland  Telephone  Co.  of  Baltimore 

Maryland  A  Delaware  Telephone  A  Telegraph  Co. 

PooleeriUe  Telephone  Co 

Postal  Telegndb-Cable  Co 

Prinoees  Anz&e  Telephone  Co 

South  Dorchester  Tele^one  Co 

Union  Telephone  Co 


18 
2 
2 


$81,002 

,494,408 

189,881 

28,876 

,657,213 

14,288 

9,386 

,040,909 

4,486 

6,888 

8,801 


Increase 

Over 
Praoeding  . 
Year.      { 


81,978 

8,124,167 

1.879 

188 

741 


836 

786.683 

368 

I. 


Total 
AmouBt 
Dec  31. 

1918. 

8 

896,351 

17.886.923 

188.000 

17.842 

8.464.495 

18.991 

7.065 

2.089.219 

2,653 

4.648 

8,959 


Trlb  of  Cobpobatxon. 


Dbtails  of  AssiTfr— Cont. 


Sinking 
Fond  and 
Optional 


12 


Special 

Deposits 

and  Pre- 

paarments. 

13 


Sondric 


14 


1 

2 
3 

4 
6 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 


Cecil  Farmers'  Telephone  Co 

Chesapeake  A  Potomac  Telephone  Co- 

Cumberland  Valley  Telephone  Co 

Garrett  County  Telephone  Co 

Maryland  Telephone  Co.  of  Baltimore 

Maryland  &  Delaware  Telephone  A  Telegraph  Co .*. 

Poolesville  Telephone  Co 

Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Co 

Princess  Anne  Telephone  Co 

South  Dorchester  Telephone  Co 

Union  Telephone  Co 


$1,078 


$29,058 


13 

'iiooo' 


$13,879 


*  Denotes  required  figures  not  given. 

NoTB-^Defieit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 


Pdblic  Sbrvick  Commission  w  Habyuind 


UMB  31,  IBIS,  A>D    I 


ToUl 

DmBI, 
1918. 


Ov«r 
PiMBdiv 
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11,807 
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Public  Service  Commission  of  Maryland 


SmowtsQ  won  Eaob  or  thi  Tslcphons  and  TmixamLm  Cobporatioiti  Nambd  Tsaxszir 

IkOOUX  AMD  THM  SuKPLUt  VBOM 


1 

2 
3 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
II 


1 
2 
3 

4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 


TABLE 

Gbos0  iMoaa 

OPBBAnOXI 


TrrLB  OP  CoBPOBATxosr. 


Total*. 


QroflsInoomA 
frommU 
Sottroos* 


Deduetioni 

from 

QPOM  IncoiDB. 


Ceeil  Fmrmen'  Telephone  Co 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co 

Cumberland  Valley  Telephone  Co 

Garrett  County  Telephone  Co 

Maryland  Telephone  Co.  of  Baltimore 

Maryland  A  Delaware  Telephone  ft  Telegraph  Co. 

PooleBTille  Telephone  Co 

Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Co 

Princess  Anne  Telephone  Co 

South  Dorchester  Telephone  Co 

Union  Telephone  Co 


$8,271 

4.826,223 

8,812 

4.537 

25,318 

1.939 

2,579 

2.181.595 

1.343 

2.351 

2.078 


TtTLB  op  COBPOBAITON. 


General 


11 


Cecil  Farmers'  Telephone  Co 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co 

Cumberland  Valley  Telephone  Co 

Garrett  Cotmty  Telephone  Co 

Maryland  Telephone  Co.  of  Baltimore 

Maryland  ft  Delaware  Telephone  ft  Telegraph  Co. 

PootesviUe  Telephone  Co 

Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Co •. 

Princess  Anne  Telephone  Co 

South  Dorchester  Telephone  Co 

Union  Tdephone  Co 


$549 

445.861 

67 

14 

3.167 

26 

34 

93.497 

70 


144 


Net  Income. 


8 


$6,924 

4.068.244 

3.316 

4.488 

87.981 

1.990 

1,864 

1.703.827 

1,234 

1,381 

2,137 


$1,346 
767,979 

49 


715 

477,768 

109 

970 


DBDTTonoMs  imoM  Gbobs  Inoou — Gout. 


Taxes. 


12 


UaooUeetible 
BUta. 


13 


$452 

361,024 

329 

118 

404 

46 

153 

46,099 

146 

226 

109 


$8 

14.663 
188 


2,863 
12 


NoTB — ^Deficit,  loss  vid  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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531 


No.  47. 

FBOM  All  QoumauK  vam  Dbottctioni  imoM  Gross  Incovx, 
or  IBB  Ybab  Emdbd  Dbcuibbb  31, 1018. 


THB  NaT  Incomb,  thb  Appbopbxations  moil   Nbt 


Total*— Cont. 


RsVBlfOB. 


Dbductxons  V801C  Qboss  Incomb. 


Appropiuttions 

from 

Net  Income. 


$136 

1.160,007 

1.866 


"^"406' 
476,000 


826 


Surplus 
or  DeSdt. 


$1,211 
,018 
1,88$  , 

40  i 


I 


61 

816 
2,768 
100 
070 
384 


Operatinc 
Rerenue. 

6 

$8,271 

4,700.000 

3.312 

4.637 

26.227 
1.030 
2.670 
1,730,024 
1.343 
2.351 
2.078 


Non-Operating 
Revenue. 


Traffio 
Expense. 


7 

8 

$3,046 

1,341.600 

1.141 

2.140 

226 

$27,223 

00 

•  •♦•••••••••■■a 

^000 

1.200.640 

807 

500 

478 

442.671 

••■•••••••*•«.. 



•  •••••••••••••a 

Repairs. 


0 

$2,236 

686.208 

1.241 

1,862 

140 

1.018 

667 

270.718 

100 

666 

1,406 


Commereial 


10       _ 

$186 

684.620 

300 

316 

2 


120 


Dbduotiomb  vbom  Qbo08  Incomb — Cont. 


Appbopbiations  vbom  Nbt  Incomb. 


Interest  on 
FondedDebt. 


14 


Interest  on 
Unfunded  Debt. 


16 


Sundries. 


16 


Depreoiation 
of  Plant. 


17 


Sinking  Fund 
and  Optional 


18 


Dividends 
Declared. 


10 


Sundries. 


20 


$38 

$100 
730.678 

$300 
3.605 

$136 

$1 

658.802 
1.856 

$600,000 

1.106 

48' 

84.041 



•  •••••••••••••* *-- 

400 
475.000 

••••*••••"•••• 

325;!!: 



1 

1 
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TABLE 

Showinq  roH  Each  of  tbs  TauPBOira  and  Tblbqbapb  Cobpobationi  Namsd  Tbbbbin  Vabious  OpsBAioia 

Follows:    0 — Novi. 


1 
2 
3 

4 
6 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 


TiTLB  OF  GOBPOBATION. 


Statiohb. 


Ezehaiis» 
Stations. 


Private 
Branch 
Stations. 


Eztenaon 

Sets 

Owned. 


Cecil  Farmers'  Telephone  Co 

Chesapeake  A  Potomac  Telephone  Co < 

Cumberland  Valley  Telephone  Co. , 

Garrett  County  Telephone  Co 

Maryland  Telephone  Co.  of  Baltimore , 

Maryland  ic  Delaware  Telephone  A  Telegraph  Co 

Poolesville  Telephone  Co 

Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Co 

Princess  Anne  Telephone  Co 

South  Dorchester  Telephone  Co 

Union  Telephone  Co 


879 

81,870 

172 

440 

0 

0 

* 

0 

86 

•        1 

130 


0  j 

23,461 
0 
0 
0 

0 

• 

0 

8     1 

0 


18 
11.897 
0 
0 
0 
0 


0 
0 


TiTLB  OF  COBPOBATION. 


Plaxtt  MiLBA<nh— Cont. 


MUei  of  Underground 
Wire. 


Exchange. 
13 


ToU. 
14 


1  Cecil  Farmers'  Telephone  Co 

2  Chesapeake  A  Potomac  Telephone  Co 

3  Cumberland  Valley  Telephone  Co 

4  Garrett  County  Telephone  Co 

5  Maryland  Telephone  Co.  of  Baltimore , 

6  Maryland  A  Delaware  Telephone  A  Telegraph  Co 

7  Poolesyille  Telephone  Co 

8  Postal  Telegraph-Cable  Co 

9  Princess  Axme  Telephone  Co 

10  South  Dorchester  Telephone  Co 

11  Union  Telephone  Co , 


Miles  of 

Submarias 

Wire. 

Ezchangft. 
H_ 


0 
0 
0 
0 

• 

0 
0 
0 
0 


198 
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No.  49. 

9rATiflrnca  vob  tbb  Ybar  Endbd  Dbcsmbbb  31,  1918. 
*Ab8bkce  OOP  Rbquxbbd  FiQvtlaB, 

STAnoK»— Cont.  ' 


Thb  CBABAOVBBa  Srowm  IX  This  Tablb  Indicatb  as 


PLAMT  MniBAOB. 


Total 
Owned. 


Sfltvioe 
Stetlont. 


PriTBte 

line 
StatioBS. 


397 

117.228 

172 

440 

0 

0  i 

0  I 

89  < 

1 

130 


0 

2,182 

0 

0 

0 


0 

0 
0 


14 
90 


FlamtMilb- 
AOB — Cont. 

MilMof 

Submarine 

Wire. 

Toll. 
16 


0 
0 
0 

0 

« 

0 
0 
0 
0 


360 


HaTuut 
Over  5^ 
Stationa. 


17 


0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 


Oonneeted 
Stations. 


Total 

All 

Stations. 

8 


0 

1.382 
0 
0 

3 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 


0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 


898 


Havinc 

From  IJOOO 

to  5,000. 


18 


0 
0 
0 

?■ 

0 
0 
0 
0 


10 


57 


397 

121,600 

172 

440 

3 

14 

0 
170 
58 
180 


Miles  of  Polea. 

Miles  of  Aerial  Wire. 

Esohange. 

ToU. 

Ezehange. 

Toll. 

9 

10 

11 

12 

81 

9 

373 

36 

3,386 

1,740 

94,361 

25,448 

17 

77 

469 

333 

35 

0 

500 

0 

68 

128 

698 

691 

55 

0 

116 

0 

• 

• 

• 

• 

338 

0 

5,079 

0 

80 

0       ^ 

73 

0 

45 

0 

45 

0 

68 

0 

295 

0 

NUMBBB  OV  EtZCBANOBS. 


Having 
From  500 
to  1,000. 


19 


0 
0 
0 

0 

• 

0 
0 
0 
0 


18 


Havinf 

Fh>m800 

to  500. 

Havinc 

From  100 

to  800. 

Having 

Less  than 

100. 

20 

21 

22      . 

1 

14 
0 
0 
0 

0 

• 

0 
58 

1 
1 
0 

0 

• 

0 

21 
0 

11 
0 

0 

• 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 
0 

1 

0 

Total 


23 


1 

117 

1 

12 

0 


0 
1 
1 
1 


Pmuo  Snnts  Comhisbion  of  Hjwylamd 


i 


If 

^1 


II 
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o  9 

ie 
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TABLE 

SROwnra  fob  Each  of  tkb  Expbbss  Cobpobatiomb  Nambd  Tbxbbin  thb  AnoinR 


Intbstmbmt. 

a 

Tmji  OF  COBPOBATIOM. 

• 

Real 

Property  and 

Equipment. 

1 

Misoellaneoos 

Physioal 

Property. 

2 

Stocks  of 

Other 

Companies. 

3 

Bonds  of 

Other 

Companies. 

4 

$10,339,362 

19,531.947 

2,534,327 

11,702.134 

29,708.351 

$11,042 

2.051,078 

81,998 

843,326 

$17,933,569       $21,162,515 

3.876,873            9.784,980 

3  *^Soathem  Express  Company 

179,200  .             183.800 

4  *WelI«  FsTso  A  Coxnpany 

5.696.620  <        12.44S.0S5 

5  tAjnerioan  Rati  way  Express  Company,  Inc. .... 

\         2.100.535 

TiTLB   OF  COBPOBATION. 


CxTBBBNT  AssBTs — Continued. 


Miscellaneous 

Aoooimts 

Receivable. 


13 


Materials 

and 
Supplies. 


14 


Interest, 
Rents  and 

Dividends 
Receivable. 

15 


Otiier 
Current 


16 


1  *Adam8  Express  Company 

2  ^American  Express  Company 

3  ^Southern  Express  Company 

4  *Wells  Fargo  A  Company 

5  fAmerican  Railway  Express  Company,  Ino 


I 


$1,480,357 

6.212,300 

360,197 

1.741.586 

11,811,776 


$233,935 

629,493 

73,432 

355.781 

1,506,926 


$230,594 
199,668 

44,192 
221.095 

46.786 


$341,350 

84.683 

45 

453,047 

137, 29S 


*  Report  of  separate  companies  for  6  months  ended  June  30.  1918. 

f  Report  of  American  Railway  Express  Company.  Inc.,  for  6  months  ended  December  31,  1918. 
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No.  51. 

OF  AaaBTs  on  Djbcbiibsr  31,  1918.  and  tbb  CLAsnncATiON  or  Such  Aisbts. 


iNTBBfiMBffT — Continued. 

CUBBBMT  ASBBTS. 

Notes  of 

Other 

Companies. 

5 

Advanoeato 

Affiliated 
Companies. 

1        e 

Total 
Inyestment. 

7 

Caah. 
8 

Spedal 
D^HMita. 

9 

Loans  and 

Notes 
Reoeivable. 

10 

Traffic 
Reoeivable. 

11 

Net 

Balances 

Due  from 

Agents  and 

Messencera. 

12 

$740,202 
1,109.273 

$467,316 

$50,654,026 

36,354,160 

2,929,325 

32.258,162 

31.808,886 

$4,679,785 
3,391,535 
2,677,491 
8,205,645 

20,801,312 

$28,158 
242.772 

$65,000 

5.321 

1.450.000 

564,130 

$918,118 
108.637 
186,818 
388,082 
139,205 

$4,816,741 
10.711.15S 

2.260.549 

1,572.996 

3.636.809- 

129,014 

13.397.045 

CUBSBMT  A»- 

avTs — Cont. 


DBTBBBBn  AND   UbADJUSIBD  DBBITS. 


Total 
Current 
Assets. 


17 

$12,794,041 

21,585,564 

7,061,723 

16,667,074 

47,969,361 


Insurance 

and  Other 

Reserve 

Funds. 

18 


Advance 

Payments  on 

Contracts. 


19 


$438,168 


$1,046,666 


Rent  and 
Insurance 
Premiums 
Paid  in 
Advance. 

20 

$51,998 

36.606 

9,237 

86,709 

265,260 


Taxes 

Paid  in 

Advance. 


$116^553' 
"33,236' 


Other 

Deferred 

and 

Unadjusted 

Debite. 

22 


Total 

Deferred 

and 

Unadjusted 

Debits. 


$33.410 » 
1,064,118 
8.030 

162,017 
3,125,008 


23 


Total 
Assets. 


$85,408 

1,649,445 

17,266 

1,245,392 

3,423.503 


24 

$63,533,477 
59,589.170 
10.008,316 
49,070.629 
83.201.750 
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TABLE 

SKOwnra  iob  Bagb  or  nn  Bzvbsm  GoBtoBAnoNs  Nambd  Tsnumc  Ttfa  Ajcomr  ov 


TlTLB  or  Ck)BFOBATION, 


1  ^^liUtf^  Exmoi  ComiMmy. . 

iMm  BzpreM  ComiMtDy 

EzprSM  Company. 


2  Tiimnatn 


•m  A  CoBiMuiy 

tAnnarioaa  SailwBy  Ezpraai  Compuiy,  Ibo.. 


TiTLB  OF  ComroBATiOM. 


Capital  Stock. 


Funded  Debt 


Loans  and 

Notaa 
Payable. 


8 


SlOtOOO.OOO 
17.U2,600 


23,907,400 
34,719.548 


819.733.000 


85.450,000 
8.000 


1.500.000 


CUBBBNT 

LxABxuma 
— Cont. 


Other 

Current 

LUbUitiei 


12 


DniBBBBD  LxABiunas  ahd 
Umadjui 


liafaUi^ 
on  Acoount 

of 

Proyident 

Fundi. 

18 


liability  on 
Aooouire  of 

Fidelity  and 

Indeinnity 

Fonda. 

14 


1  *Ad4nM  Emem  Company 

2  ♦AjUffican  EEzpreae  Company 

8  fflyitlwni  Baptees  Company 

4  *wellg  Fam  A  Company 

5  tAmetioaa  Railway  SzprMe  Company,  Ine. 


81,079.126 


197,488 

456,798 

8,229,568 


888,099,791 


858,296 
49.041 


!•• 


*  Report  of  eeparate  oompaniea  for  6  months  ended  June  30,  1918. 

t  Report  of  American  Railway  Expreas  Company,  Inc.,  for  6  months  ended  December  31,  1918. 
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No.  52. 

TiiAMMTPM  ON  DaoniBn  31,  1018,  ahd 


Cii4sanoiLTXoir  of  Suob  LiABiunsi. 


CuBBBHT  LiABiLiCTt — Continued. 


Tnffio 
BaUnoM 
Payable. 


Audited 

Aeeouate 

and  Wacee 

UnpiOd. 


MkoeUa- 


Aooounta 
Paarabte. 


$439,725 

377.35ft 

46.015 

48.540 

273.070 


t2. 191. 169 

1.889.362 

446.889 

3.653.U8 

11.674.7i4 


$101,811 

8.980.216 

219.189 


3.334,202 


Matured 
Inteieet, 

Dividend! 

and  Rente 
Unpaid. 


$44,008 
32.842 


21,285 


Unpaid 

Money 

Orders. 

Cheques 

and  Drafts. 

8 

$1,599,146 

11.407,480 

1,069.229 

4,070,576 


LtABtums  AMD  UxAOJUsiaD  C  nanrrs 
— Contasued. 


Qparatiac 
andiastouiee 


15 


Aeoroed 

Depredatlonf 

Bttldinis. 


16 


Aecned 

Depredataon. 

E^paiprnwiti 

17 


Deferred 

and 

Unadjusted 

OnditB, 

18 


Express 

PriyUe^ 

Liabilities. 


9 


$11,894,811 

6,717,640 

1,924,901 

7,717,286 

21.111,935 


Estimated 

Tax 
Liability. 


10 

$109,508 

203,877 

86,228 

254,096 

362.429 


Unmatured 

Interest. 

Dividends 

and  Bents 

Payable. 

^11 

$190,484 
269,750 

'■37ii628* 


from 

Income  and 

Surphis. 

19 


COBPOBATB  SuBPLUa 


Balanee.  Surphis. 


20 


21 


$1,996,799 

1,101,65^ 

555.826 

1.496r$80 

7,302.640 


$279,071       $2,888,281 


2.105.661 

iSilsSs 


2.544.154 
1,055,196 


$58,732 
590.924 

7.034 
68,116 

2,548 


$8,690,992 


$1,904,564 
4,718,091 
4,880,471 
2,547,782 


$4,595,556 
4.718.091 
4.380.471 
2,547.782 


Total 
liabiUties. 


22 


$63,533,477 
59.589.170 
10,008.315 
49,070.629 
83,201.750 
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TABLE 

Showxnq  vob  Each  of  tm  Expbsss  Corpobatxons  Naiixd  THSBwit  thb  Incoiib  Aocouiir 


OraBATCiro  Ihoomb. 


TiTLB  or  C!OBPOBATEON. 


Charget 

for 

TraneporU- 

tion. 


Exprees      '     ^▼•'^^^^ 

^D?**'    iTrail^rta. 
I        tion. 


3 


1  *Adams  Express  Company 

2  *American  Express  Company 

3  ^Southern  Express  Company 

4  *WeIls  Farso  A  Company 

5  tAmerican  Railway  Express  Co.,  Ino 


$29,876,163 
43,608.142 
11,480.661 
33.812.074 

128,128.620 


S14.M1,755 

21,671,050 

5,871.708 

17.834.525 

64.237.727 


$14,034,408 

21.837.083 

5.608.863 

15.078.440 

63.800.803 


.Revenue 

from 
Operations 
Other  Than 
Trainporta- 

tion. 


$272,717 

1,712,811 

180.350 

601,504 

2.538.502 


Total 
Operatins 


$15,207,125 

23.540,804 

5.798.222 

16.579,953 

66,429,845 


TiTLB  or  COBPOBATION. 


Dividend 
Income. 

14 

Othbb  Incomx — Coi 

itinued. 

Income 

from 
Reserve 
Funds. 

17 

Income 

from 

Funded 

Securities. 

15 

Income 

from 

Unfunded 

Securities 

and 
Accounts. 

16 

MisodU- 

neotts 
Income. 

18 

1 

2 
3 
4 
5 


*Adams  Express  Company 

^American  Express  Company 

^Southern  Express  Company 

*Wells  Fargo  A  Company 

tAmerican  Railway  Express  Co.,  Inc. 


$100,155 

81.032 

4.800 

154.461 


$418,772 

243.806 

3.744 

288,705 

22.060 


$47,034 
40.622 
37.601 
78.377 

170,501 


$9,780 


$29,507 

15 

56,734 

107,093 


TiTLB  or  COBPOBATION. 


Dbducitons  rBOM 
Qboss  Incomb — Cont. 


DtsposmoN  or 
Nbt  Incomb. 


PBorrr  abd 

Lo8l^ 

Cbbdits. 


Total 

Deductions 

from 

Gross 

Income. 

27 


1 
2 
3 
4 
5 


*Adams  Express  Company 

*American  Express  Company 

^Southern  Express  Company 

*Well8  Fareo  A  Company 

tAmerican  Railway  Express  Co..  Inc. 


$723,870 

162.387 

4.440 

105.692 

22.324 


Net 
Income. 


28 

$6,122,662 

982,126 

53.344 

901,306 

9.B91.856 


Dividends 
Declared. 


29 


Income 

Balance 

Transferred 

to  Profit 

and  Loss. 

30 


Balance 

at 

Beginning 

of  Year. 

31 


$6,122,862 

982.126 

53,344 

$710,022        1,620,328 
;     9,661,866 


$8,015,005 
6,213,917 
3,892,153 
4.122,785 


*  Report  of  separate  companies  for  6  months  ended  June  30,  1018. 

t  Report  of  American  Railway  Express  Co.,  Inc.,  for  6  months  ended  December  31,  1018. 

NoTS — Deficit,  lois  and  other  reverse  Items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  53. 

FOR  TBM  YbAB  AND  TBS  PbOFXT  AND  L0S8  ACCOUNT  ON  DsCBMBBB  31,  1918. 


OPBBATiNa  Incoio — Continued. 


Other  Income. 


Operating 

Expenses. 

Dr. 


6 


Net 
Operating 
Revenue. 


UncoUeotible 
Revenue 

from 
Tnuiflporta- 

Uon. 

8 


Express 

Taxes. 

Dr. 


9 


Operating 
Income. 


10 


Rent  from 

Real  Property 

and 

Equipment 
Used  Jointly. 

11 


Income  -from 
Miscella- 
neous 
Phymcal 
Property. 

12 


Separatelv 

Operated 

Properties. 


13 


321,011.119 
24.516,171 

.  5,602,556 
17,667,159 
75,527,594 


$5,803,993 

966,276 

195,666 

1,087,206 

9,097,689 


$25,275 
19.032 

2,192 
20.755 

6,927 


$150,905 
280,447 
194.429 
280,264 
765.700 


$6,980,173 

1.266,764 

686 

1,388.225 

9.870.316 


$5,612 
9.665 

11.477 
2,291 
1.039 


$600 
30.693 

722 
11.952 

325 


$317 


Other  Incoicb 
— Continued. 


Deductions  raoM  Gross  Income. 


Total 

Other 

Income. 


19 


Gross 
Income. 


20 


Rent  for 
Real  Proper- 
ty and 
Equipment 
Used 
Jointly. 

^  21 


Miscella- 
neous 
Rents. 


22 


Miscella- 
neous 
Taxes. 


Interest 

on 

Funded 

Debt. 


$581,490 

446.015 

58.450 

592,612 

300,785 


$5,398,683 

819,739 

57.793 

796,813 

9,569.531 


$11,148 

5.259 

3.851 

6,307 

100 


$291 

18,392 

102 

40,386 

22.214 


23 

24 

$450 
14,523 

$417,230 

78 

27.631 

Interest 

on 

Unfunded 

Debt. 

25 


$116,063  ' 

124,073 

321 

31,791 

10 


Miscella- 

noous 

Intome  - 

Debits. 

26_ 

$179,280 

139 

97 

577 


Pboftt  and  Loss — Continued. 


Credits-— Continued. 


Debits. 


Credit 

Balance 

Transferred 

from  Income. 

32 


Delayed 
Income 
Credits. 


33 


Unrefunda- 

ble 
Overcharges. 


34 


Miscella- 
neous 
Credits. 


35 


Dividend 
Appropria- 
tions of 
Surplus. 

36 


I 


Delayed 
Income 
Debits. 


37 


Miscella- 
neous 
Debits. 


38 


$6,122,562 

982,128 

53.344 

1.620.328 

9.501.855 


$28,637 


$2,281 

1.364 

355 

23.192 
8.379 


$44,042 
33,697 

438,702 

23,527 

9.583,950 


$516,474 


$34,202 

32.186 

32,719 

1.394 

474 


Credit 

Balance 

Carried  to 

Balance 

Sheet. 

39 

$1,904,504 
4.718,992 
4.380.472 
2,547,782 
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TABLE 


SHOwnrQ  fOB  Eaxm  or  xaa  Ezpbsm  OoBPOB;moiii  Nambd  Tnsata 


TiTLB  or  COBPOBATXOir. 


1 

2 

3 

4 
6 


*A<Ums  Ezmrew  Company 

*Ajn0riQan  Expiew  Compuiy , 

*66QtlMn&  EzpnoB  Company 

*Welb  Farao  A  Company. , 

tAmeriean  Hail  way  Eiprean  Company,  Inc. 


TiTLB  or  COBTOBATION. 


1 
2 
3 

4 
5 


*Adama  Ezptmb  Company. . 
^Amarioan  £zpreM  Company 
^Southern  Ezpraas  Company. 


*WeUa Farcoft  Company. 

fAmeriean  Itailway  EzpresB  Companyi  Ino. 


I 
Do^Mlio. 


FocnUi. 


Kttwellaiiaoaa. 


$29,817,642 
43,428.m 
11,170,842 
38,715,697 

128,n5,67« 


$34,487 
62,807 

90.( 


Omu' 


MS  OnnBjFRAN 


C.  O.  D. 
ChaqUM. 


11 


and 


i^TTf* 


Chaquai. 


12 


$180,144 
277,211 

810,662 


$160 
10.660 


71 


*  Report  of  separate  companies  for  6  months  ended  June-30, 1918.. 

t  Report  of  American  Railway  Express  Company,  Inc.,  for  6  months  ended  December  31,  1918. 


$M.QB4 

10.609 

480 

0.681 

13,046 


IS 

$1,628 

17,667 

490 

27.376 
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No.  54. 

Rf  PW  roB  TBB  Ybab  Endbd  Dbowcbsr  31,  1018,  and  tbs  DxnsiBDTiON  Trbbbop. 


TsAwkroBTATioif — Continued. 


Opbbatxons  Otbbb  Than  TBAJfftPOBTATiON. 


Total 
TzMHporiation. 


ExpreM 


Revenue 
from  ^ 
i  TiBBeportotion. 


6 


Customs 

Brdkem^ 

Fees. 


Order  and 
Commisston. 


8 


Rents  of 

Buildings  and 

Property. 


9 


Money  Orders. 


10 


$29,876,103 
43,608.142 
11,4»D.861 
33«S12.974 

128,128. 620 


$14,941,765 

21.671,059 

5,871.798 

17.834.525 

64.237.727 


$14,984,408 

21.837,083 

5.608.863 

15,^8.449 

63.800,893 


$31,348 

58.835 

8S6 

17.923 

42.244 


$278 

3.238 

3 

3.472 

2.708 


$4,259 

138,627 

6.024 

81.800 
125.228 


Opsbations  OncBB  Than  TBANsroBTATXoif— Continued. 


TeleAapli 


le 
Tranefers. 


14 


Letters 
Credit* 


15 


Foreucn 

PoflUl 

/Remittances. 


16 


Profit  on 
Bxohange 
and  Oilier 
Financial 
Rerenue. 

17 


Miscellaneous. 


18 


Total  Other 
Than  Trans- 
portation. 

19 


$13 
90.631 


1.463 


$837 


$849 
5.016 


$6,170 
349.174 


14,975 
1.261.360 


$25,367 
531.726 
2.318 
100.692 
256.761 


$272,717 

1.712.811 

189.359 

601.604 

2.538.592 


$52,592 

229,898 

38.486 

101.480 


Total 
Operating 
Revenues. 


20 


$15,207,125 

23.549,894 

5,798,222 

16.570.953 

66.429,845 
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TABLE 

SHowiira  roB  Each  op  thb  Ezpbbss  Cobpobations  Nambd  Tbbbbin  thb  OpBBA.Tura 


TiTLB  OV  Ck)BPOBATION. 


MAXNTBirANCB. 


Superintend- 
ence. 


Repairs  of 
Buildings. 


Depreciation 

and  Retirement 

of  Buildinies. 


Repairs  of 


spurs 
Cars. 


1  *Adams  Express  Company 

2  'American  Express  Company 

3  ^Southern  Express  Company 

4  *Wdls  Fargo  Express  Company 

5  tAmerican  Railway  Express  Co.,  Inc. 


$1,756 
22.909 
421 
17,187 
68.925 


$23,792 

105.628 

20.800 

70.149 

246.229 


$28,330 
96,481 
11,368 
31.186 

137.041 


$6,445 


15.704 
56,133 


M1.IMTBNA1C0B — Contluued. 

TiTLB   OP  COBPOBATXOIf. 

Rcnaairs 

of  Office 

Furniture 

and 
Equipment. 

18 

Deprecia- 
tion and 

Retirement 

of  Office 

Furniture 

and 

Equipment. 

14 

Repairs 

of  line 

Equipment. 

15 

Depreda- 
tion and 

Retirement 
of  Line 

Equipment. 

16 

MiscelU- 

neons 
Repairs. 

17 

1  'Adams  Express  Company 

2  'American  Express  Company 

$27,622 
36,774 
14,528 
24,792 
93,243 

$18,125 
49,140 
15.051 
44,178 

106.940 

$10,077 

15,816 

2.455 

2.654 

22,224 

$7,555 

8.241 

4.781 

17.194 

34,584 

$3,451 
5,419 

3  'Southern  Express  Company 

234 

4  'Wells  Fargo  A  Company 

60 

5  fAmencan  Railway  Express  Co.,  Ino 

2.480 

TZTLB  OP  COBPOBATION. 


Tbanspobtation — Continued. 


Co; 


ona. 


26 


Office 

SuppUes  and 

£xpenses. 


27 


i 


Rent  of 

Local 

Offices. 


28 


Vebide 
Employes. 


29 


Stable  and 

Oarage 
Employes. 


80 


1  'Adams  Express  Company 

2  'American  Express  Company 

3  'Southern  Express  Company 

4  'Wells  Fargo  A  Company 

5  fAmerican  Railway  Express  Co.,  Inc. 


$881,798 

1,498,162 

679,169 

1,378.796 

5,383,467 


$405,516 

551.176 

115,954 

355.825 

1,503.125 


$440,336 

586.057 

122,640 

468.840 

1.777.709 


$2,887,896 

3.144.901 

320,890 

2.035.834 

9.910.814 


$260,239 

307.761 

21.405 

213.884 

1,008.973 


Gbnbbal. 

TiTLB  OP  COBPOBATION. 

Salaries 

and 

Expenses, 

General 

Officers. 

39 

Salaries 

and 

Expenses, 

Clerks  and 

Attendants. 

40 

General 

Office 

SuppUes 

and 
Expenses. 

41 

Law 
Expenses. 

42 

Insurance 

and 

Fidelity 

Bond 

Premiums. 

43 

1  'Adams  Enxress  Company 

2  'American  Express  Company 

3  'Southern  Express  Company 

$54,792 
88,122 
35.124 
62,285 

149.906 

$400,483 

672,935 

210.587 

519,696 

1.248,489 

$31,128 

131,456 

11.412 

23.947 

121.186 

$84,382 
52.549 
22.540 

136.904 
79.766 

$128,861 

508.193 

15,746 

4  'Wells  Fargo  A  Company 

142.256 

5  fAmerican  Hallway  Express  Co.,  Inc 

458,693 

'  Report  of  separate  companies  for  6  months  ended  June  30.  1918. 
t  Report  of  American  Railway  Express  Co.,  Inc.,  for  6  months  ended  December  31,  1918. 
Nora — ^Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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Maimtbnancb — Continued. 


Depreeiation 

and 

Retirement 

of  Can. 


$7,222   ! 


16,807 
27.053 


Repairs  of 
Automobiles. 


6 


Depreciation 

and 
Retirement 

of 
Automobiles. 


$331,716 

286,790 

35.333 

89,725 

805.109 


$174,388 

223,346 

36,244 

65,860 

487,449 


I 


Repairs 
of  Wagons, 
Sleiglis  and 

Harness. 

8 

$157,039 

173,43$ 

30,097 

161.261 

644,049 


Depreciation 
and  Retire- 
ment of  Wag- 
ons. Sleiglis 
and  Harness. 

9 


$25,422 
31.752 
10,462 
50,794 

106,705 


Depreciation 

and 
Retirement 
of  Horses. 

10 


$72,900 
107,840 
15.152 
120,047 
289.490 


Maintbhtancb — Continued. 


Traffic. 


Repairs  of 
Trucks. 


11 


$30,908 
45,378 
19,328 
36,432 

154,652 


Depreciation 

and 
Retirement 
of  Trucks. 

12 


$11,987 

2QU387 

8.946 

20. 160 

71,299 


Tbanspobtation. 


Misoella- 

neous 

Depreciation 

and 
Retirement. 


18 


$2,663 
10,933  . 
343  * 

2,200 
16,965  ! 


Other 
Expenses. 


19^ 
$2,104 


34 

262' 


Superintend- 
ence. 


20 


$.32,348 
66,876 
19.424 
61,434 
56.105 


Advertising. 


21 


$2,249 
52,691 
12.120 
20,185 
15,938 


Stationery 

and 
Printing. 


22 


$5,473 

5,542 

4,873 

7,898 

111,413 


Other 
Expenses. 


23 


$14 
4 


Superintend- 
ence. 


24 


$337,460 

760,772 

182,820 

729.164 

2,351.966 


Office 
Employes. 


25 

$6,337,480 
7,159,694 
1,567,986 
4,657,423 

25,149,426 


Tbanspobtation — Continued. 


Stable 

and  Garage 

Supplies 

and 
Expenses. 

31 

$1,292,915 

1,550,118 

212.689 

1,228,129 

4,290,543 


Drayage. 

Train 
Employes. 

1 

Train 

Supplies  and 

Expenses. 

Stationery 

and 
Printing. 

Loss 

and 

Damage. 

Injuries 

to 
Persons. 

Other 
Expenses. 

32 

33 

!            34 

1           35 

36 

37 

38 

$1,292,666 

1,502.240 

101.688 

622,598 

3.495.876 

$727,894 

1,114,263 

521,623 

1,165,704 

4,488,374 

$21,066 
87,692 
13,108 
57,046 

215,250 

$215,184 

:}86.114 

.107,947 

281,623 

1,080,074 

$4,598,674 
2,714,334 
1,030,067 
2,291,014 
8,765,427 

$64,703 

98.716 

18,000 

280,609 

171,862 

$79,277 
66,832 
12,728 
26,951 
18,157 

QsNBBAii — Continued. 


Rbcapitulation. 


Pensions. 


44 


$30,165 

84.141 

5,000 

35,862 

158,296 


Other 
Expenses. 


45 


Maintenance. 


46  I 


$18,438 
55,890 
11.499 
76,976 

146,926 


$929,737 

1.262,839 

225,510 

786,285 

3,370,773 


Traffic. 


47 


$40,070 

125.123 

36,422 

89,517 

183.456 


Transporta- 
tion. 


48 


$19,293,112 

21,534,922 

6,028,716 

15.793,431 

69,611,043 


General. 


49 


Total 
Operating 
Expenses. 


50 


Ratio 

Operating 

Expenses  to 

Operating 

Revenue. 

51 


$748,199 

1,593.286 

311.908 

997.926 

2.362.261 


$21,011,119 

24,516,171 

6,602.556 

17,667,159 

75,527,594 


138.17 
104.10 
96.63 
106.56 
113.70 
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TABLE  No.  56. 

THE  PULLMAN  OOBiPANT. 
COMPARATIVE  BALANCE  SHEET— DECEMBER  81,   1918. 


AsBBTs:  Asnrrs. 

IvYZwrMmm: 

Cost  of  Property  and  Equipment $163,080, 906 

Stooks  Owned SI .  813 ,  746 

Fonded  Debt  Owned 6,402.582         8 , 2 16 , 827 

Land  Owned 6,661 

Total  Inyeetments $171,811,884 

CvBiODNT  Abswts: 

Caafa $712,266 

Billa  Reoeiyable 1 .  000 .  000 

Due  from  Acents  and  Conduotors 

Due  from  BoWent  Coe.  and  Individuals ....         682 .  072 
Other  Gash  Aeaeta 6.427,286 

Total  Current  Aneta 8,821,614 

Otbbs  AeaBTa: 

Equipment  Truata $5,872,247 

Matetiala  and  Buppliea 1,811,699- 

Slnkinc.  Inaurance  and  Other  Funda 473,768 

Sundriea 1 ,  186,021 

Total  Other  Aaaeta 8,848,630 

U.  8.  Government  Deferred  Aaaeta 23,728.480 

U.  8.  Government  Standard  Return 12.823.695 

Leaa  Advanoea  on  Account 1,200,000 

LiABiLXTUa:  11,123,595 

Capital  Stock 

CuiuuNT  LiABiunaa: 

Audited  Vouohera  and  Accounts 

Warn  and  Salariea 

Dividenda  not  called  for 

Miaoellaneoua 

Total  Current  Liabilitiea 

Othbb  LiABiLTcna: 

Dividenda  accrued  on  Capital  Stock 

Depreciation  on  Cara 

Beaer^e    for    Accrued    Depreciation    on 

Equipment ^ 

Reaerve    for    Accrued    Depreciation    on 

Buildings  etc ■. . . 

Deferred  Repeira 

Inaurance  and  Other  Reaerve  Funda 

Total  Other  LiabiUtiea 

U.  S.  Government  Deferred  liabilitiea 

Pnoirr  anu  Loaa 

GniUTD  TOTALa $228,824,208 


LuBiLima. 


$2,467,407 

28,196 

21,424 

716.676 


$1,690,660 
18,661.166 

40.498.241 

747.360 

1,760.000 

624.657 


$120,000,000 


3,218,602 


68.362.089 
22.100.098 

19»  868.489 

$228,824,208 
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TABLE  No.  57. 

THE  PULLMAN  COMPANY. 

Showing  tbb  Incomi  Account  fob  trb  Tbab  and  thb  Pbout  and  Loss  Account  on 

dscvisbnb  31»  1918. 

Incom B  Account. 

Opbbatxno  Incomb: 

Sleepinc  Car  Revenues 

Sleeping  Car  Expenses 9120,842 

Not  Sleeimw  Car  Deacit $120,342 

Net  Dendt  from  Auxiliary  Operations 3 ,700 

Total  Net  Revenue $  1 24 ,042 

Taxes  Aeorued 2,285,478 

Operating  Defid  fe $2 ,400  ,B20 

Otbbb  Incomb: 

Hire  of  Equi|»nent — Credit  Balance $310 

*Bii80dlaneous  Rents  Reoeivable 12,823,506 

Dividends  on  Stocks  Owned 07,600 

Interest  on  Other  Securities.  Louis  and  Accounts 774 ,  873 

^^Miscellaneous  Income 1 ,286 ,407 

Total  Other  Income : 11,980,877 

Gross  Corporate  Income $9,621, 357 . 

Dbduchons  fbok  Gboss  Incomb: 

Hire  of  Equipment — ^Debit  Bdanoe 

Interest $600 

*wOther  Deductions - 764,483 

Total  Deductions 764,083 

Net  Corporate  Income $8,766,374 

DispocrrzoN  of  Nbt  Incomb: 

Dividends  Dedaired $9,644,016 

Appropriations  to  Reserve 9,644,010 

Balance  Carried  to  Debit  of  Profit  and  Loss $787  #42 

,  - 

Pbofit  and  Loss  Account: 

Credit  Balance  Januaiy  1, 1018 $17,710,722 

Credit  Balance  from  Manufacturing  Plants 2, 676,8197 

Unrsfundable  Overcharges 4,9^ 

Miscellaneous  Credits 9^715 

Debit  Balance  from  Income  Account $787,642 

Uncollectible  Sleeping  Car  Revenues 602 

Miscellaneous  Deluts 69,707 

Balance  Credit,  Carried  to  Balance  Sheet 19,553,439 

Totals $20,411,290  $20.411, 29» 

m        ■  I        ■  -I.    ■ 

*  Standard  Return  from  U.  8.  Government  as  certified  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission^ 
**  Overlap  Revenue  Items. 
***  Overiap  Expense  Items. 

Notb — Dendt,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  on  this  taUe  are  printed  in  bold  type. 


^     I 
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TABLE 

Showing  for  Each  of  thjb  CoBFOBATiONa  Namsd  Thxbun  thb  Amount  op  Asabts,  the  Amoitnt  of 


TiTLB  or  COBPOBATION. 


Title  op  Cobpobatxon. 


1  Baltimore  &  Philadelphia  Steamboat  Co. 

2  Rook  Creek  Steamboat  Co 

3  Stony  Creek  Steamboat  Co 

4  Tolchecter  Beach  Improvement  Co 

5  Woodall  A  Welch  Freighting  Co , 


Totals. 


Asawrs. 


LXABILinSS. 


I 


Totol 

Amount 

December  31. 

1018. 


Increase 

Over 

Preceding 

Year. 


Total 

Amount 

December  31, 

1918. 


Increase 

Over 

Preceding 

Year. 


1  Baltimore  A  Philadelphia  Steamboat  Co 

2  Rock  Creek  Steamboat  Co 

3  Stony  Creek  Steamboat  Co 

4  Tolchester  B^^h  Improvement  Co 

5  Woodall  &  Welch  Freighting  Co 


1 

2 

$691,098 

12,703 

32,415 

343,041 

12,000 

1 

U,48B 

1,081 
2.876  ' 

9.001 

$411,392 

13.250 

29.500 

253.000 

12.000 


$1,614 


5. 
8. 


Dbtails  or  Assets — Continued. 


Sinking 
Fund  and 

Other 
Reserves. 

$50,932 


Special 

Deposits 

and- 

Prepayments. 

13 


Sundries. 


14 


$5,000 


NoTB — ^Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  in  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  typo. 
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No.  61. 

LlABIUmS  ASfD  THS  SUBPLUB  ON  DbC.  31,  1918,  AND  THS  ClABBIFICATION  OV  SuOH  AbBBTB  AND  LlABIUmBi 


ToTALB — ContUmed. 


SuBPLUB  OB  DanciT. 


Dbtailb  of  Abbbtb. 


Total 

Amount 

Deoembfer  31, 

1918. 

5 

InoresBe 

Over 

Preoeding 

Year. 

6 

Real 

Property 

aiid 

Land 

Equipment. 

7 

Marine 
Equipment 

8 

CaBh. 
'9 

Bills 

and 

AcoountB 

Reoeivable. 

10 

Materials 

and 
Suppliea. 

11 

$279,706 

$2,884 

1,081 

2,125 

17,001 

415,571 
180 

$199,000 

10,000 

31,600 

195,000 

12,000 

$15,604 

2.888 

915 

18,684 

$4,900 
184 

•     1    , 
1                     .1  .  • 

547 
2,915 

................ 

90,041 

129,407 

«* 

1 

DBTAILB  or  LlABIUTXBB. 


Capital 
Rtook. 

15 

Funded 
Debt. 

16 

-   Bills 
and 
Aoeounts 
Payable. 

17 

Salaries 

and 

Wages 

Unpaid. 

18 

Interest. 
Dividends 
and  Rents 

Aoorued. 

19 

SinkiM 
Fund  and 

Other 
Reserves. 

20 

Sundries. 
21 

$281,400 

$75,000 

$50,932 

H»6S9 

13.250 

20,000 

9,500 

258,000 

12,000 

•#•• •• 

• 

^    • 
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TABLE 

SBownra  vob  Each  or  thb  CoBPomATioirt  Nambo  Tbuuun  tem  Qboh  Incoioi  vbom  Au«  Sodbcbi, 


Totals. 

TlTLS  OF  Ck>BPOBATtON. 

Qnm 

Inoome 
FxomAU 
Souroee. 

1 

i 

iseteAM               uecNHttoBfl 

Orer           t           From 
PncedlBC                  Qtom 
Year.                    laoome. 

1 

2               i                8 

^  i  n«hf iMrff^  A  PhflfnitlBhtn  SttMBhoftt  Co 

1606.078 

300,121 
10,608 

679.649 
,3.860 

79,718 
8.376 

MS6.061 

2  IK  Book  CnekBtMinboftt  Co 

7i047 
8S.n4 

^,^ngj^,^«^i5gj™2^»^;;; ;;;;;; ;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;; 

4  ,1  TVilBliMter  n<gib  Improvement  Oo 

360.860 

6    LWMdail  k  Welch  Frei^tiM  do'  . . ...... .\ ..... .     . 

0.836 

Dbtazuof 
Incomb — Cont. 

DBDuenoNe  VBOM  Imoomb. 

Trrui  or  Cobfobation. 

1 

11 

MftiBtenanoe 
and  DepreeiMion 

12 

Towacemnd 
Lishten«8. 

13 

1 

2 

8 
4 
5] 


BflniiBon  A  PhiiAdelphia  SteamboB*  Go 


6p(4(  Creek  Steamboat  Go. 
Munboat  Go 


Ponr  Creek  St«un 

Tolehaater  Beadi  Improvement  Co 

Weodall  A  Welch  Ph»chtinc  Co 


660.038 

671 

2.660 

36.807 

1.047 


•9.766 

90 

1.686 


^  Asteriek  deaotos  figures  not  furnished.  * 

NoTB — Deficit,  loss  and  other  reverse  items  in  this  table  are  printed  in  bold  type. 
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No.  62. 

DaDOonoirs  rmom  Incoiai  torn  nn  Nar  Imoomb  fmoM  nu  OnuuTioxs  ov  thb  Ymui  Emdbd  DacmsBB  31 .  1918. 


Dbtailb  of  Ihcomb. 


Frdfdit 
Tnmc 


Rents. 


8 


Interest 

Mid 
Diyidends 
ReoeiTed* 


.    10 


9488.142 

561 

13.610 

116.688 

10.608 


86.046 


DmucnoNs  fbom  Iwcomb — Continued. 


tion. 


14 


Tolk 


16 


8801.464 

6.619 

14.666 

196.446 
6.078 


840.886 
49 


Interest 

on  Funded 

and  Other 

Debt. 

16 

84.888 

6 

819 

688 


Tftzes. 


17 


Insuranoe. 


DiTidends. 


MisoelUneous. 


816,804 

166 

866 

16.094 

100 


18             , 

19 

87^74 

ioo 

1.188 

888.140 
1.886 

11.070 

82,770 

20 


848,884 

817 

11.226 

1.860 

100 


INDEX 


Pack 
American  Telephone  4k  Telesrraph  Co.  and  Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co., 

approval  of  agreement.  Order  No.  4982 144 

Order  No.  5088 200 

American  Telephone  ft  Telegraph  Co.  and  Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co., 

approval  of  bill  of  sale.  Order  No.  6225 844 

Order  No.  6287 851 

American  Telephone  ft  Telegraph  Co.  and  Consolidated  Gas  Electric   Liffht  ft 

Power  Co.,  approval  of  bill  of  sale.  Order  No.  6224 848 

Artesian  Water  Co.  and  Realty  Finance  Corporation,  approval  of  purchase.  Order 

No.   4819 106 

Artesian  Water  Co.  ate.  Frank  Buck,  Order  No.  6180 804 

Artesian  Water  Co.  vs.  B.  Cavalier,  Order  No.  4698 108 

Baker,  H.  D.,  in  re  reduced  rates  for  transportetion  to  Stete  of  Virginia 401 

Ballard.  Harold  H.,  vs.  Baltimore  County  Water  ft  Electric  Co.,  Order  No.  4980. . .  148 
Baltimore  ft  Ohio  Railroad  Co.,  authority  to  Issue  collateral  trust  bonds.  Order 

No.   4841 119 

Baltimore  ft  Ohio  Railroad  Co.,  authority  to  issue  gold  bonds.  Order  No.  5019. . . .  198 
Baltimore  ft  Ohio  Railroad  Co.  and  Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Tel^hone  Co.,  approval 

of  aflreement.  Order  No.  6089 208 

Baltimore  ft  Ohio  Railroad  Co.,  permission  refunding  mortffaire  bonds.  Order  No. 

4666 86 

Order  No.   4882 128 

Baltimore  ft  Ohio  Railroad  Co.,  permission  to  issue  refunding  mortsacre  bonds. 

Series  A,  Order  No.  4667 87 

Baltimore  Car  Foundry  Co.,  et  AL,  complaint  of,  vs.  United  Railways  and  Electric 

Co.,  Order  No.  4609 67 

Opinion   149 

Order  No.  4944 168 

Baltimore,  Chesapeake  ft  Atlantic  Railroad  Co.,  approval   of  sidixur.  Order  No. 

6166 312 

Baltimore  County  Water  ft  Electric  Co.,  ate.  Catherine  W.  Hennessy,  Order  No. 

6188 ' 822 

Baltimore  County  Water  ft  Electric  Co.,  ate.  Harold  H.  Ballard,  Order  No.  4980..  148 
Baltimore  Dry  Docks  and  Shipbuilding  Co.  and  Consolidated  Gas  Electeic  Liffht  ft 

Power  Co..  approval  of  aereement.  Order  No.  4629 75 

Baltimore.  Mayor  and  City  Council  of,  and  Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co., 

approval  of  agreement.  Order  No.  6078 246 

Baltimore  Transit  Co.,  increase  in  rates,  opinion 86 

Order  No.  4607 89 

Order  No.  6121 802 

Order  No.  6828 864-E 

Bel  Air  Electeic  Co.  and  Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  approval  of  agrree- 

ment.   Order  No.   4876 124 

Belmont  Association  vs.  United  Railways  ft  Electeic  Co.,  Order  No.  4884 118 

Bender,  Edgar  H.,  and  Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  approval  of  agree- 
ment. Order  No.  4617 69 

Berlin  ft  Lovetteville  Bridge  Co.,  permission  to  publish  rates  for  tractors.  Order 

No.    4928 148 
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Berlin,  Mayor  and  City  Cooncil  of.  and  Chesapeake  ft  Potcnnae  Telephone  Co., 

approval  of  aereement.  Order  No.  6000 18S 

Berwyn  Heishts,  citizens  of,  vs.  Washinffton  Intemrban  Railroad  Co.,  Order  No. 

4980 17S 

Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  A  Power  Co.,  authority  to  issue  aaortBace  bonds, 

Order  No.  4667 94 

Order  No.  6178 817 

Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  ft  Power  Co.,  Salisbury  Light,  Heat  ft  Power  Co., 

Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  ft  Power  Cow  and  Peninsular  Light  ft  Piiwer  Ca, 

authority  to  consolidate.'  Order  No.  6217. . ; 82S 

Capital  Traction  Co.  ats.  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Town  of  Kensington.  Order 

No.   4669 96 

Capital  Traction  Co.,  permission  to  file  and  publish  change  of  passenger  rates. 

Order  No.  4668 91 

Cavalier,  B.,  vs.  Artesian  Water  Co.,  Order  No.  4698 lOS 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  American  Telephone  ft  Telegraph  Co., 

approval  of  agreement.  Order  No.  4982 144 

Order  No.  6088 200 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  American  Telephone  ft  Telegraph  Co.. 

approval  of  bill  of  sale.  Order  No.  6226 844 

Order  No.  6287 861 

Chesapeake   ft    Potomac   Telephone   Co.    and    Baltimore    ft    Ohio   Railroad   Co., 

approval  of  agreement.  Order  No.  6089 298 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  Bel  Air  Electric  Co.,  approval  ef  agree* 

ment,  Order  No.  4876 124 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  Commissioners  of  St.  Miehads,  approval 

of  bill  of  sale.  Order  No.  6286 860 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  Consolidated  Power  Co.,  approvid  of 

agreement.  Order  No.  4680 76 

Order  No.  4886 118 

Order  No.  6101 249 

Order  No.   6186 828 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  Easton  Utilities  Comniseion.  approival 

of  agreement.  Order  No.  4818 106 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  Edgar  H.  Bender.  Approval  of  agree- 
ment. Order  No.  4617 69 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  Fred  S.  Lewis,  approval  of  asreemcnt. 

Order  No.  6066 242 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Tdephone  Co.  and  HiUsboro  Sleetrie  Li^t  Co..  approval 

of  agreement.  Order  No.  4820 107 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Baltimore, 

approval  of  agreement.  Order  No.  6078 246 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Berlin, 

approval  of  agreement.  Order  No.  6000 188 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  Princess  Anne  Telephone  Co.,  approval 

of  agreement.  Order  No.  4809 104 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  The  Consolidation  Power  Co..  approval 

of  agreement.  Order  No.  6102 260 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  United  States  Housing  Corporation, 

approval  of  agreement.  Order  No.  6007 196 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  and  U.  S.  Industrial  Chemical  Co.,  approval  of 

agreement,  Order  No.  4876 126 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  ats.  Standard  Electric  ft  Elevator  Co.,  Inc., 

opinion    861 

Order  No.  6260 868 

Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  consent  to  sale  of  property.  Order  Na  6829.864-G 
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Chesapemke  4k  Potomac  Telephone  Co.  and  GonBolidated  Gas  Electric  Liflrht  A  Power  Co. 
Approval  of  agreement. 

Order  No.  4824 109 

Order  No.  4874 ' 128 

Order  No.  4916 188 

Order  No.  4946 164 

Order  No.  6013 206 

Order  No.  6044 206 

Order  No.  6046 207 

Order  No.  6060 208 

Order  No.  6067 .' 248 

Order  No.  6088 247 

Order  No.  6178 819 

Order  No.  6187 824 

Order  No.  6228 846 

Chesapeake  4k   Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  jurisdiction  of  commission  while  under 

Federal   control *. 879-892  ' 

Chesapeake  4k  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  permission  to  publish  schedule  of  rates. 

Order  No.  6182 821 

Order  No.  6200 826 

Order  No.  6218 829 

Chesapeake  Si  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  use  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 

foniM,  Order  No.  6112 261 

Chesapeake  Beach  Railway  Co.  ats.  Everett  Dufour,  et  AJ.,  opinion 174 

Older  No.  4988 177 

Chesapeake  Realty  Co.  vs.  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Liffht  4k  Power  Co.,  Order  No. 

4880 ; 116 

Chew,  R.  B.  B..  Jr.,  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co 898 

City  4k  Suburban  Railway  Co.  of  Washington  ats.  Mayor  of  Hyattsvllle,  Suburban 

Citiiens'  Association,  et  AL,  opinion 110 

Order  No.  4826 116 

Claibome-Annapolis  Ferry,  Inc 871-876 

Glaibome- Annapolis  Ferry.  Inc.,  approval  of  rates,  Order  No.  4878 121 

CoUyer,  R.  N..  agent,  permission  to  issue  supplement  to  official  classification  No. 

44,  Order  No.  4688 76 

Order  No.  4852 120 

Order  No.  4894 129 

Order  No.  4906 188 

Order  No.  4910 186 

Order  No.  4968 168 

Older  No.  4986 178 

Order  No.  6014 196 

Order  No.  6066 241 

Order  No.  6071 244 

Order  No.  6116 252 

Order  No.  6206 826 

Order  No.  6284 848 

Order  No.  5261 866 

Conaway,  William  E.,  ats.  Public  Service  Commission.  Order  No.  6167 808* 

Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  4k  Power  Co.  and  American  Telephone  ft  Tele- 
graph Co.,  approval  of  bill  of  sale.  Order  No.  6224 848 

Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  4k  Power  Co.  and  Baltimore  Dry  Docks  ft  Ship- 
building Co.,  approval  of  agreement.  Order  No.  4629 76 

Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Co.  and  Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Tele- 
phone Co..  approval  of  agreement.  Order  No.  4824 109 

Order  No.  4874 128 

Order  No.  4916 188 

Order  No.  4946 ! 154 
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Order  No.  6043 205 

Order  No.  6044 206 

Order  No.  6046 207 

Order  No.  6060 •. 208 

Order  No.  6067 248 

Order  No.  6088 247 

Order  No.  6178 '. 819 

Order  No.  6187 824 

Order  No.  6228 846 

Consolidmted  Gas  Electric  Liffht  it  Power  Co.  and  Consolidated  Power  Co..  per- 
mission to  issue  convertible  notes.  Order  No.  4967 169 

Consolidated    Gas    Electric    Li^ht   it    Power    Co.    and   Maryland   Telephone    Co., 

approval  of  agreement.  Order  No.  6111 260 

Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Liflrht  it  Power  Co.,  ats.  Chesapeake  Realty  Co.,  Order 

No.  4830 116 

Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  it  Power  Co.,  ats.  Mrs.  James  S.  Nophlin,  Order 

No.  4899 ISO 

Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Liirht  4k  Power  Co.,  permission  to  publish  rates.  Order 

No.  4964 165 

Consolidated  Power  Co.  and  Chesapeake  it  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  approval  of 

aflrreement,  Order  No.  4680 76 

Order  No.  4836 118 

Order  No.  6101 249 

Order  No.  6186.. 323 

Consolidated  Power  Co.  and  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  and  Power  Co.,  per- 
mission to  issue  convertible  notes,  Order  No.  4967 169 

Consolidated  Public  Utilities  Co.,  ats.  Mayor  and  Common  Council  of  Westminster, 

opinion 210 

Order  No.  6068 289 

Consolidated  Power  Co.  and  Chesapeake  &  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  approval  of 

agreement.  Order  No.  6102 260 

Co-operative  Bus  Line,  jurisdiction  of  commission .  .^ 890 

Crane.  C.  Frank,  discontinuance  of  motor  freight  line.  Order  No.  5046 207 

Crawford,  L.  D.,  et  AI.,  vs.  Western  Maryland  Railway  Co..  Order  No.  4984 178 

Crisfleld,  Mayor  and  City  Council  of.  right  to  annul  or  revoke  franchise 368 

Cumberland  A  Westernport  Electric  Railway  Co..  ats.  John  R.  Warfield,  J.  M. 

Patterson,  et  Al.,  opinion 166 

Order  No.  4977 171 

Cumberland   Valley   Railroad   Co.    and    Pennsylvania  Railroad   Co.,   approval    of 

acquisition  of  corporate  rights,  etc..  Order  No.  4939 146 

Curran,  Marion  and  William  Johnstone,  public  motor  vehicle.  Order  No.  4940....  147 

Davis,  F.  S.,  agent,  permission  to  file  tariffs.  Order  No.  4822 108 

Order  No.  5260 •. ...  854 

Order  No.  5270 367 

Director  General  of  Railroads,  authority  to  change  station  on  Pennsylvania  Rail- 
road, Order  No.  4901 130 

Order  No.  4902 181 

Order  No.  4912 186 

Order  No.  4918 187 

Order  No.  4916 187 

Order  No.  4937 '. 144 

Order  No.  4978 172 

Order  No.  4997 181 

Order  No.  4999 182 

Order  No.  5013 196 

Dorchester  Water  Co..  authority  to  issue  additional  capital  stock.  Order  No.  4666. .  92. 

Dufour,  Everett,  et  Al.,  vs.  Chesapeake  Beach  Railway  Co.,  opinion 174 

Order  No.  4988 177 
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Dundalk  Water  Co.,  approval  of  franchise.  Order  No.  5061 209 

I>ilTall,  R.  E.  A  Co..  vs.  Haserstown  ft  Frederick  Railway  Co.,  Order  No.  4906 

182-878-886 

Easton  Utilities  Commission  and  Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  approval 

of  acrreement.  Order  No.  4818 106 

Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.,  approval  of  franchise,  Order  No.  5208 827 

Edison  Electric  lUuminatinir  Co.,  authority  to  issue  mortsase  bonds.  Order  No. 

4606 86 

Electric  Corporations,  right  to  compel  to  furnish  new  mechanical  devices 866 

Electric  Rates,  right  of  commission  to  fix  rates  for  sale  in  Virginia 887 

Elkton  Water  Works,  Inc.,  and  Maryland  Water  Co.,  rate  schedules.  Order  No. 

4974 164 

Ellieott  Machine  Corporation  vs.  United  Railways  ft  Electric  Co.,  Order  No.  4941. .  147 
Bmmitsburg  Railroad  Co.  and  Washington,  Brandywine  ft   Point  Lookout  Rail- 
road Co.,  permission  to  file  supplement  to  tariff.  Order  No.  4662 86 

Emmitsbnrg  Railroad  Co.,  permission  to  publish  tariff.  Order  No.  4924 189 

Engle,  Rev.  S.  M.,  and  Mrs.  J.  M.  Homer  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co.,  Order  No. 

4846 119 

Order  No,  4864 121 

Counsel's  opinion 870 

Ehigllsh  Consul  Estate  Improvement  Association,  Inc..  and  John  Glass  vs.  Wash- 
ington, Baltimore  ft  Annapolis  Railroad  Co.,  Order  No.  4988 146 

Fairbanks,  J.  E.,  agent,  permission  to  file  rules  in  re  storage  rates.  Order  No. 

6206 .826 

Fawn  Light  ft  Power  Co 889 

Fawn  Light  ft  Power  Co.  and  W.  Edwin  Manifold.  Henry  S.  Merryman,  A.  H. 

Morris  and  James  T.  Smith,  approval  of  transfer  of  franchises.  Order  No. 

6108 248 

Glass.  John,  and  English  Consul  Estate  Improvement  Association,  Inc.,  vs.  Wash- 
ington, Baltimore  ft  Annapolis  Railroad  Co.,'  Order  No.  4988 146 

GraTCB*  Benjamin  B.  F.,  in  re  motor  vehicle  fees 898 

Hagcrstown  ft  Frederick  Railway  Co.,  ats.  R.  E.  Duvall  ft  Co.,  Order  No.  4906 

182-878-886 

Authority  to  issue  refunding  bonds.  Order  No.  4670 96 

Order  No.  4908 184 

Order  No.  6162 810 

Permission  to  publish  tariff.  Order  No.  4924 189 

V«.  E.  V.  Hull.  Order  No.  6167 812 

Hagerstown  Light  ft  Heat  Co.,  ats.  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Hagerstown,  opinion    77 

Order  No.  4689 81 

Hagerstown,  Mayor  and  City  Council  of,  vs.  Hagerstown  Light  ft  Heat  Co.,  opinion    77 

Order  No.  4689 81 

Harrison,  Daniel  H.,  and  J.  O.  Larrimore.  permit  for  motor  vehicle.  Order  No. 

6086 , 201 

Havre  de  Grace  Electric  Co..  ats.  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Havre  de  Grace, 

Order  No.  6176 818 

AtB.  United  States  Housing  Corporation,  Order  No.  4807 104 

Havre  de  Grace  Gas  Co.  ats.  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Havre  de  Grace,  Order 

No.  6088 208 

Havre  de  Grace.  Mayor  and  City  Council  of.  vs.  Havre  de  Grace  Electric  Co., 

Order  No.  6.176 818 

Vs.  Havre  de  Grace  Gas  Co..  Order  No.  6088 208 

Vs.  Havre  de  Grace  Water  Co.,  Order  No.  4881 117 

Order  No.  6177 819 
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Havre  de  Grace  Water  Co.,  ata.  Mayor  and  Cttj  Coancil  of  Havre  de  Gfaee,  Order 

No.  48S1 117 

Order  No.  6177 S19 

HeatoD,  F.  G.,  et  Al.,  vs.  Washington  it  Bockville  Bailway  Co..  opinion 97 

Order  No.  MM It2 

Henneisy.  Catherine  W.,  vs.  Baltinrare  Coonty  Water  dk  Bleetrie  Co.,  Order  No. 

618S 922 

Hill,  George  T.,  complaint  of,  vs.  United  Railwaya  ft  Bleetrie  Co.,  Order  Ho.  4C18.     70 
Hilisboro  Electric  Liffht  Go.  and  Chesapeake  4k  Potomac  Telephone  Co.,  ^proral 

of  agreement.  Order  No.  4820 107 

Horner,  Mrs.  JT.  M..  and  Rev.  S.  M.  Engle  vs.  Pennsylvania  Railroad  Co..  -Order 

No.  4846 119 

Order  No.  4864 121 

Counsel's  opinion S70 

Hull.  E.  v.,  ats.  Hagcrstown  4k  Frederick  Raflway  Co.,  Order  No.  8107 S12 

Hyattsville,  Mayor  of,  Snborban  Citisens'  Association,  et  AL,  vs.  Oi^  ft  Safevzhan 

Railway  Co.  of  Washington,  opinion 110 

Order  No.  4826 115 

Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  ft  Power  Co.,  authority  to  issue  morlVMre  bonds, 

Order  No.  4666 98 

Order  No.  6170 818 

Idlewild  Electric   Light.  Heat  ft   Power  Co.,  Cambridge  Gas.  Electric  Light  ft 
Power  Co..  Salisbury  Light,  Heat  ft  Power  Co.  and  Peninsular  Light  ft  Power 

Co.,  authority  to  consolidate.  Order  No.  5817 828 

Inter-Ocean  Oil  Co.,  et  Al.,  complaint  of,  vs.  United  Railways  ft  Bleetrie  Cq., 

Order  No.  4609 67 

Opinipn   149 

Order  No.  4944 158 

Jitney  beiween  Flohrville  and  SykefviUe 400 

JTelmstone.  William  and  Marion  Curran,  public  motor  vehicle.  Order  No.  4940 147 

I,  William  S 889 
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Kensington  Bailway  Co.  and  Sundy  Springs  Railway  Co.,  permission  to  file  joint 

tMifls,  Order  No.  6262 866 

Kensington,  Town  ot,  vs.  Capital  Traction  Co.,  Qrder  No.  4669 96 

Larrimore,  J.  O..  and  Daniel  H.  K^rison,  permit  for  motor  vcbicle,  Orjder  No. 
5086 201 

Lei^ty,  J.  M..  discontinuance  of  m^tor  vehicle  service.  Order  No.  f  197 824 

Lewis,  Fred  S..  and  Chesapeake  ft  Potomac  Tel^hone  Co.,  apvrov»l  of  agree- 
ment. Order  No.  6066 242 

LonaeoBing,  Mayor  and  City  Council  of,  vs.  Lonaconiag  Water  Co..  opinion 184 

Order  No.  6008 194-^99 

Lonaeo&ing  Water  Co.,  ats.  Mayor  ft  Ci/ty  Council  of  Lonaeoning,  opinion 184 

Order  No.  6008 194-899 

LovettsviUe  Lighting  Co 876 

MaeSherry,  Richard,  application  for  motor  vehicle  line.  Order  No.  5285 849 

Manifold,  W.  Bdwin,  Henry  S.  Merryman,  A.  H.  Morris  and  James  T.  BmlA  and 

Fawn  Light  ft  Power  Co.,  approval  of  transfer  of  franohlses.  Order  No.  5108.  248 
Maryland  Carriers  Not  Under  Federal  Control,  tariff  reducing  demnrrage  eharscs. 

Order  No.  6087 202 

Order  No.  6179 820 

Maryland,  Delaware  and  Virginia  Railway  Co.,  approval  of  siding,  Order  No.  6165.  811 
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MaxyJand  Blcetrie  Railways  Co.  and  United  Railways  A  Electric  Co.,  approval  of 

franchise  by  Mayor  and  City  Council  of  Baltimore,  Order  No.  4626 72 

And  United  Railways  &  Electric  Co.»  approval  of  franchise  of  State  Roads 

CommisBion,  Order  No.  4626 78 

Permission  to  publish  rates  on  sand  and  gravel.  Order  No.  4991 181 

Permission  to  publish  tariff.  Order  No.  5086 201 

Maryland  Intrastate  Telegraph  Bates 891 

Maryland  Telephone  Company  and  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  Light  4b  Power  Co., 

approval  of  agreement.  Order  No.  6111 250 

Maryland  Waier  Co.  and  Elkton  Water  Works,  Inc.,  rate  schedules,  Order  No. 

4974 164 

Middle  Itiver  Ferry  Co.,  permission  to  operate  boat.  Order  No.  4957 166 

Motor  Vehicle  Fees,  right  of  Town  Council  to  charge 398 

Myerly,  George  D.,  Frank  Vogel,  et  Al..  vs.  United  Railways  4k   Electric  Co., 
Order  No.  4817 106 

New  Taxi  Service  Co.,  permission  to  issue  capital  stock.  Order  No.  4968 157 

Nophlih,  Mrs.  James  S.,  vs.  Consolidated  Gas  Electric  I^gfat  ft  Power  Co.,  Order 

Nb.  4899 180 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  permission  to  publish  rates.  Order  No.  4925 140 

Patterson,  J.  M.,  John  R.  Warfield,  et  Al.,  vs.  Cumberland  ft  Westemport  Electric 

BAilway  Co.,  opinion 165 

Order  No.  4977 171 

Peninsula  Feny  Corporation,  approving  franchise  and  authority  to  issue  stock. 

Offler  No  6281 846 

Peninaolar  Light  ft  Power  Co..  authority  to  issue  mortgage  bonds.  Order  No.  4669.     90 

Order  No.  6171 •. . .  314 

PenlBBUlar  Light  ft  Power  Co.,  Cambridge  Gas,  Electric  Light  ft  Powiur  Co.,  Salis- 
bury Light,  Heat  ft  Power  Co.  and  Idlewild  Electric  Light,  Heat  ft  Power 

Co.,  authority  to  consolidate,  Ordte-  No.  6217 828 

Pennsylvania  Railroad   Co.   and   Ctimberland   Valley   Railroad   Co.,   approval   of 

aequisition  of  corporate  rights,  etc..  Order  No.  4989 146 

Ats.  Mrs.  J.  M.  Homer  and  Rev.  S.  M.  Engle,  Order  No.  4846 119 

Order  No.  4864 121 

Counsel's  opinion 870 

Ats.  R.  B.  B.  Chew,  Jr 898 
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